Final 

Capital  Improvement  Program 
Environmental  Assessment 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Texas 


September  2010 


Report  Documentation  Page 

Form  Approved 

0MB  No.  0704-0188 

Public  reporting  burden  for  the  collection  of  information  is  estimated  to  average  1  hour  per  response,  including  the  time  for  reviewing  instructions,  searching  existing  data  sources,  gathering  and 
maintaining  the  data  needed,  and  completing  and  reviewing  the  collection  of  information.  Send  comments  regarding  this  burden  estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of  this  collection  of  information, 
including  suggestions  for  reducing  this  burden,  to  Washington  Headquarters  Services,  Directorate  for  Information  Operations  and  Reports,  1215  Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Suite  1204,  Arlington 

VA  22202-4302.  Respondents  should  be  aware  that  notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  no  person  shall  be  subject  to  a  penalty  for  failing  to  comply  with  a  collection  of  information  if  it 
does  not  display  a  currently  valid  0MB  control  number. 

1.  REPORT  DATE 

SEP  2010  2.  REPORT  TYPE 

3.  DATES  COVERED 

00-00-2010  to  00-00-2010 

4.  TITLE  AND  SUBTITLE 

Capital  Improvement  Program  Environmental  Assessment  Dyess  Air 

Eorce  Base,  Texas 

5a.  CONTRACT  NUMBER 

5b.  GRANT  NUMBER 

5c.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT  NUMBER 

6.  AUTHOR(S) 

5d.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

5e.  TASK  NUMBER 

5f.  WORK  UNIT  NUMBER 

7.  PERFORMING  ORGANIZATION  NAME(S)  AND  ADDRESS(ES) 

7th  Civil  Engineer  Squadron  (CES/CEV),710  Third  Street, Dyess 

AEB,TX, 79607 

8.  PERFORMING  ORGANIZATION 

REPORT  NUMBER 

9.  SPONSORING/MONITORING  AGENCY  NAME(S)  AND  ADDRESS(ES) 

10.  SPONSOR/MONITOR’S  ACRONYM(S) 

11.  SPONSOR/MONITOR’S  REPORT 
NUMBER(S) 

12.  DISTRIBUTION/AVAILABILITY  STATEMENT 

Approved  for  public  release;  distribution  unlimited 

13.  SUPPLEMENTARY  NOTES 

14.  ABSTRACT 

15.  SUBJECT  TERMS 

16.  SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION  OF:  17.  LIMITATION  OF 

_ _ _  ABSTRACT 

18.  NUMBER  19a.  NAME  OF 

OF  PAGES  RESPONSIBLE  PERSON 

a.  REPORT  b.  ABSTRACT  c.  THIS  PAGE  Same  aS 

unclassified  unclassified  unclassified  Report  (SAR) 

157 

Standard  Form  298  (Rev.  8-98} 

Prescribed  by  ANSI  Std  Z39-18 


FINDING  OF  NO  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACT 
CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM 
DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  TEXAS 


1 .0  Name  of  Action:  Capital  Improvement  Program  for  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  (DAFB). 

2.0  Description  of  Project  Alternatives:  The  majority  of  actions  proposed  for  funding  through  the 
Capital  Improvement  Program  at  DAFB  can  be  grouped  by  type  of  action  or  location.  Therefore. 
DAFB  has  prepared  this  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  that  describes  and  evaluates  actions 
(projects)  that  it  typically  funds  through  its  Capital  Improvement  Program.  This  EA  is  intended  to 
streamline  compliance  with  NEPA  and  to  expedite  the  approval  of  funding. 

DAFB  will  apply  the  EA  to  applicable  actions  (typical  actions  included  on  the  Integrated  Priority 
List)  throughout  DAFB  property.  For  actions  with  impacts  not  de.scribed  in  the  EA,  or  for  action- 
.specific  consideraticHis  that  require  additional  analysis,  DAFB  would  prepare  a  Supplemental 
Environmental  As.sessment  (SEA),  which  tiers  from  this  EA.  The  EA.  and  SEAs  as  appropriate, 
will  provide  the  required  NEPA  clearance.  They  will  also  provide,  along  with  appropriate 
consultations,  a  means  for  DAFB  to  address  compliance  with  other  Federal  environmental  laws 
and  regulations.  DAFB  would  continue  to  conduct  individual  EAs  for  acticms  falling  outside 
general  guidelines  provided  in  this  EA.  Section  3  of  the  EA  details  each  project  alternative. 

3.0  Description  of  the  Environment:  Section  4  of  the  EA  includes  a  de.scription  of  the  environment 
at  DAFB. 


4.0  Environmental  and  Socioeconomic  Consequences:  Section  5  of  the  EA  evaluates  the  potential 
impacts  of  the  implementation  of  each  project  type  at  DAFB. 

5.0  Conclusions:  DAFB  contains  several  wetlands  and  floodplain  areas,  projects  evaluated  in  this  EA 
would  not  involve  modification  to  wetland  areas  or  floodplains  on  Base.  Therefore,  the  project 
alternatives  would  have  no  adverse  impact  on  wetlands  or  floodplains. 

DAFB  contains  potential  habitat  for  the  Texas  homed  lizard,  which  is  a  State  of  Texas  threatened 
species.  Stipulations  contained  in  this  EA  for  projects  that  may  be  located  in  potential  habitat  of 
the  Texas  homed  lizard  are  designed  to  minimize  or  eliminate  any  impacts  that  may  occur  to  that 
species.  Therefore,  the  project  alternatives  covered  by  this  EA  would  not  result  in  significant 
impacts  to  the  Texas  homed  lizard. 

DAFB  has  identified  several  cultural  resources  eligible  for  listed  on  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places.  Some  of  the  proposed  actions  have  the  potential  to  affect  these  resources.  DAFB 
would  consult  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  to  establish  minimizaticxi  mea.sures  to 
preserve  the  resource  if  the  proposed  project  would  directly  impact  the  historic  structure.  In  the 
event  that  cultural  resources  are  encountered  during  any  of  the  proposed  actions,  work  would  be 
stopped  and  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Re.sources  Manager  would  be  notified.  Work  would  not 
resume  until  appropriate  coordinatiwi  has  been  completed. 


DAFB  will  con.sult  with  regulatory  agencies,  as  necessary,  to  ensure  compliance  with  all  federal, 
state,  regional,  and  local  regulations  and  guidelines  and  will  implement  mitigaticxi  measures  as 
necessary  .  On  reviewing  the  EA  and  other  project  information.  DAFB  has  concluded  that  the 
effects  of  the  project  alternatives  are  not  significant  and  would  not  have  a  significant  adverse 
affect  on  the  human  and  natural  environment.  Therefore,  an  Environmental  Impact 
not  be  prepared. 

Date 
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Volatile  Organic  Compound(s) 
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1.1  INTRODUCTION 

The  7th  Bomb  Wing  (7  BW)  is  the  host  unit  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  (AFB)  near  Abilene,  Texas 
(Figure  1-1  located  at  the  end  of  the  section).  The  7  BW  provides  operational  capability  for  Air 
Combat  Command’s  (ACC’s)  largest  B-1  bomber  wing.  The  7  BW  delivers  global  power  to 
support  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  tasking  for  the  joint/combined  application  of  conventional  air  power 
worldwide,  produces  combat-ready  aircrews  in  the  only  Air  Force  (AF)  B-1  formal  training  unit, 
and  provides  aviation,  logistics,  base  support,  and  medical  infrastructure.  Dyess'  primary  tenant 
organization  is  the  317  Airlift  Group  (317  AG)  of  Air  Mobility  Command  (AMC).  The  317  AG 
operates  C-130  aircraft  in  support  of  airlift  requirements  worldwide. 

Dyess  AFB  proposes  to  implement  construction  projects  associated  with  the  Dyess  AFB  General 
Plan  (DGP),  which  establishes  a  base-wide  vision,  focusing  on  key  areas  for  improvement, 
critical  focus  areas,  and  winning  strategies  (Dyess  2009).  Potential  future  Capital  Improvement 
Program  (CIP)  projects  at  Dyess  AFB  are  required  as  the  Base’s  mission  evolves  with  AF 
requirements.  Typical  future  CIP  projects  may  include  construction  of  new  facilities,  demolition 
of  facilities,  maintenance/repair  of  existing  facilities,  installation  of  new  equipment, 
acquisition/disposal  of  real  property,  road  surface/parking  area  improvements,  and  modification 
of  existing  facilities.  The  current  list  of  potential  future  projects  includes  projects  listed  on  the 
Dyess  AFB  Integrated  Priority  List  (IPL),  military  construction  (MILCON)  projects,  and  various 
other  capital  improvements. 

In  accordance  with  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  of  1969  (42  United  States 
Code  [U.S.C.]  4321-4347),  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  Regulations  for 
Implementing  the  Procedural  Provisions  of  NEPA  (40  Code  of  Eederal  Regulations  [CER]  1500- 
1508),  and  the  AE’s  regulations  for  implementing  the  Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process 
(32  CER  Part  989,  et  seq.),  the  7  BW  has  prepared  this  CIP  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  that 
considers  the  potential  consequences  to  the  human  and  natural  environment  that  may  result  from 
implementation  of  CIP  projects  or  their  alternatives. 

1.2  BACKGROUND 

1.2.1  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  History 

Prior  to  its  development  as  a  military  installation,  the  Dyess  AFB  property  consisted  of  farm  and 
ranch  land.  The  installation's  military  history  began  in  1942  as  Tye  Army  Airfield,  which  was 
used  for  military  pilot  training.  The  airfield  was  operated  as  an  extension  of  the  mission  of 
Camp  Barkeley,  located  several  miles  southwest  of  Abilene.  Camp  Barkeley  was  opened  7 
December  1940  and  served  as  home  for  over  20,000  soldiers  during  World  War  II.  Camp 
Barkeley  was  closed  1  April  1945  and  the  deed  to  the  land  was  sold  to  the  city  of  Abilene  for 
$1.00.  From  1947  to  1952,  the  Texas  National  Guard  used  1,500  acres  of  the  former  airfield  as  a 
training  facility.  Following  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean  War,  there  was  a  need  for  additional  AF 
installations.  Recognizing  the  benefits  a  military  facility  brings  to  a  community,  the  citizens  of 
Abilene  raised  over  $750,000  to  purchase  3,500  acres  of  land  adjoining  the  former  Camp 
Barkeley.  In  1952,  the  city  offered  this  newly  acquired  land,  along  with  the  1,500  acres  utilized 
by  the  Texas  National  Guard,  to  the  Department  of  Defense  (DoD)  for  use  as  a  military  facility. 
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By  July  1952,  Congress  had  approved  the  appropriations  to  construet  a  Strategic  Air  Command 
installation  in  Abilene.  Construction  began  in  1953  and  the  first  unit  was  activated  in  1955.  The 
former  Texas  State  National  Guard  Base  was  dedicated  as  a  United  States  (U.S.)  Air  Force  Base 
on  16  April  1956.  The  installation  was  renamed  Dyess  AFB  in  honor  of  Lieutenant  Colonel 
William  Edwin  Dyess.  The  first  aircraft  stationed  at  Dyess  AFB  were  B-47  bombers  and  KC-97 
tankers.  During  the  1960s,  B-52  and  KC-135  aircraft  operated  at  Dyess  AFB.  From  1961  to  the 
present,  troop  carrier  activities  have  also  taken  place  at  Dyess  AFB,  first  under  Tactical  Air 
Command,  then  Military  Airlift  Command,  and  currently  under  AMC. 

Between  1961  and  1965,  Dyess  AFB  supported  maintenance  facilities  for  numerous  launch  silos 
for  Atlas  F  missiles  located  around  the  installation.  The  B-52  aircraft  were  replaced  by  B-lBs  in 
1985.  In  1993,  the  7th  Wing  moved  to  Dyess  AFB,  where  it  began  flying  the  B-IB  Lancer  and 
C-130  Hercules.  In  1997,  the  317  AG  was  activated  at  Dyess  AFB  under  the  15th  AF  and  AMC 
and  the  7th  Wing  became  the  7  BW,  the  host  unit  at  Dyess  AFB. 

1.2.2  Mission  and  Population 

As  an  ACC  installation,  Dyess  AFB  fulfills  the  ACC’s  mission  as  the  primary  provider  of 
combat  air  forces  to  America’s  unified  combatant  commands.  The  mission  of  the  7  BW  is  “to 
provide  world  class  airman  and  airpower  for  the  warfighter.”  The  7  BW  accomplishes  this 
mission  by  developing  and  maintaining  operational  capability  for  ACC’s  largest  B-1  bomb  wing; 
delivering  global  power  to  support  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  tasking  for  the  joint/combined 
application  of  conventional  air  power  worldwide;  producing  combat-ready  aircrews  in  the  AF’s 
only  B-1  formal  training  unit;  and  providing  aviation,  logistics,  base  support,  and  medical 
infrastructure.  In  2002,  the  7  BW  implemented  the  combat  wing  organization  in  an  effort  to 
align  the  AF’s  core  competencies  with  wing-level  organizations.  As  indicated  earlier,  Dyess' 
primary  tenant  organization  is  the  317  AG  which  operates  C-130H  aircraft  in  support  of  airlift 
requirements  worldwide.  The  C-130J  Super  Hercules  has  subsequently  replaced  the  C-130H  and 
the  317  AG  is  transitioning  to  this  aircraft. 

The  Operations  Group  includes  all  operational  and  training  flying  squadrons.  The  Maintenance 
Group  includes  maintenance  of  aircraft,  components,  and  equipment,  as  well  as  general 
operations  and  munitions.  The  Mission  Support  Group  includes  civil  engineering  (design  and 
construction,  environmental,  fire,  housing,  operations,  and  explosive  ordnance), 
communications,  logistics  readiness,  and  security  forces.  The  7th  Medical  Group  is  comprised 
of  medical  support,  aeromedical/dental,  and  medical  operations  squadrons. 

Dyess  AFB  has  a  working  population  of  5,215  military  and  civilian  employees  (Personal 
Communication,  Saucier  2010),  including  approximately  4,884  active  military  personnel  (Dyess 
2008).  The  primary  tenants  at  Dyess  AFB  are  the  317  AG,  the  U.S.  Marine  Corps,  and  the  Texas 
National  Guard  and  Reserves  (Dyess  2009).  A  Texas  National  Guard  -  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Center  is  currently  under  construction  at  Dyess  AFB.  Occupancy  of  the  facility  is  anticipated  in 
2011-2012. 

ACC  Associate  Units  at  Dyess  AFB  include:  ACC  Training  Support  Squadron  Detachment  14 
and  29th  Training  Systems  Squadron  Detachment  4.  Other  associated  units  include: 
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•  Field  Training  Detachment  20 

•  77th  Weapons  Squadron 

•  Army  and  Air  Force  Exchange  Service 

•  Defense  Commissary  Agency 

•  Area  Defense  Counsel 

•  Air  Force  Office  of  Special  Investigations 

•  Air  Force  Audit  Agency 

•  Boeing  Aerospace  Operations  Inc. 

•  Defense  Security  Service 

•  Defense  Reutilization  and  Marketing  Office 

•  Rockwell  Collins 

•  377th  B-1  Test  and  Evaluation  Squadron 

In  addition  to  the  units  listed,  the  7  BW  also  supports  the  Lonestar  Complex,  formerly  known  as 
the  Lonestar  Electronic  Scoring  Site  (ESS).  The  Lonestar  Complex  provides  airspace  and 
electronic  threat  simulators  in  the  West  Texas  region.  The  Snyder  ESS,  located  at  the  airport  in 
Snyder,  Texas,  resides  on  land  leased  by  Dyess  AEB.  Along  with  the  main  site  in  Snyder,  Dyess 
AEB  leases  five  remote  locations  to  create  a  complex  of  threat  simulators  that  aircraft  fly  against 
to  get  electronic  warfare  signal  recognition  and  threat  reaction  training  (Dyess  2009). 

1.3  CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM 

The  CIP  is  part  of  the  DGP,  which  was  prepared  in  response  to  the  ACC  commitment  to  manage 
AE  resources  effectively  and  protect  the  environment.  The  comprehensive  DGP  planning 
process  addresses  several  areas  affecting  or  influencing  installation  development.  It  is  a  process 
that  promotes  informed,  sound  and  coordinated  decisions  regarding  future  installation 
development  and  capital  improvements.  The  planning  process  consists  of  five  major  steps 
(Dyess  2009): 

1 .  Identification  of  mission,  goals,  existing  conditions,  and  requirements 

2.  Evaluation  of  opportunities,  constraints,  and  alternative  solutions 

3.  Implementation  of  the  preferred  alternative 

4.  Maintenance/Revision  of  the  Electronic  General  Plan  (EGP) 

5.  Eeedback  to  improve  the  EGP 

The  DGP  provides  the  7  BW  Commander  and  other  key  decision-makers  a  picture  of  Dyess  APB 
present  and  future  capabilities  to  support  its  mission.  It  is  a  concise,  stand-alone  document, 
summarizing  information  in  four  core  areas: 

1 .  Composite  Constraints  and  Opportunities 

2.  Infrastructure 

3.  Land  Use 

4.  Capital  Improvements 
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The  capital  improvements  section  uses  the  findings  and  recommendations  from  the  other  core 
areas  to  define  and  describe  CIP  projects  and  proposals  that  will  guide  the  future  physical 
development  of  the  installation. 

CIP  projects  are  prioritized  for  completion  in  the  yearly  IPL,  which  is  maintained  by  the  Dyess 
AFB  Facilities  Action  Working  Group  (FAWG).  The  FAWG  includes  numerous  active  duty  and 
civilian  representatives  from  organizations  around  the  Base.  Starting  in  Fiscal  Year  2010  (FYIO) 
the  IPL  consists  of  three  separate  priority  lists; 

1 .  Sustainment  priorities-  maintenance  and  repairs  to  preserve  existing  assets. 

2.  Restoration  and  Modernization  priorities-  restore  failed  assets,  renovate  or  modernize 
current  assets  to  include  new  construction  or  additions  less  than  $750,000. 

3.  Demolition  Priorities-  Does  not  include  facilities  that  are  demolished  for  construction  of 
mission  support  facilities  over  $750,000  (MILCON)  projects. 

1.4  CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 
PROCESS 

NEPA,  the  CEQ  regulations  implementing  NEPA  [40  CER  Parts  1500  through  1508],  and  the 
AE  regulations  for  NEPA  compliance  (32  CER  Part  989)  direct  the  AE  and  other  federal 
agencies  to  fully  understand,  and  take  into  consideration  during  decision-making,  the 
environmental  consequences  of  proposed  federal  actions.  Thereby,  Dyess  AFB  must  comply 
with  NEPA  on  all  major  federal  actions. 

This  EA  covers  potential  future  CIP  projects  that  may  be  implemented  at  Dyess  APB.  A  finding 
of  No  Significant  Impact  (PONSI)  will  be  executed  for  typical  actions  covered  in  this  EA  that 
would  not  result  in  significant  environmental  impacts.  Because  this  EA  is  program-wide  and  not 
project-specific,  descriptions  for  individual  projects  are  not  included  in  this  EA.  However,  basic 
descriptions  of  typical/anticipated  CIP  projects  are  provided  in  Section  3.  AE  Porm  813,  Request 
Por  Environmental  Impact  Analysis,  would  be  completed  for  each  CIP  project  showing  the  that 
project,  alternatives,  potential  impacts,  and  mitigation  were  reviewed  and  found  to  be  fully  and 
accurately  described  by  this  EA  and  the  associated  PONSI,  and  no  further  documentation  is 
required  to  comply  with  NEPA.  A  copy  of  AE  Porm  813  is  included  in  Appendix  B.  In 
addition,  an  EA  Applicability  Decision  Tree  has  been  prepared  to  assist  project  proponents  in 
determining  whether  project  categories  in  this  EA  apply  to  specific  future  CIP  projects.  The  EA 
Applicability  Decision  Tree  is  shown  in  Figure  1-2  located  at  the  end  of  the  section. 

If  a  project  is  expected  to  create  environmental  impacts  not  described  in  this  EA;  create  impacts 
of  a  greater  magnitude,  extent,  or  duration  than  those  described  in  this  EA;  or  require  mitigation 
measures  to  keep  the  impacts  below  significant  levels  that  are  not  described  in  this  EA;  a 
Supplemental  Environmental  Assessment  (SEA)  and  corresponding  EONSI  would  be  issued  for 
that  project.  Projects  for  which  it  has  been  determined  during  the  preparation  of  the  SEA  would 
require  a  more  detailed  environmental  review,  or  projects  that  do  not  fit  into  the  typology 
included  in  this  EA,  will  be  subject  to  a  project-specific  EA  or  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS)  process  as  required  by  NEPA  and  associated  federal,  state,  and  local  statutes.  A  sample 
SEA  is  included  in  Appendix  C. 
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This  EA  applies  to  potential  future  CIP  projeets  identified  by  Dyess  AFB  personnel,  ineluding 
the  projeets  deseribed  in  the  FYIO  IPF,  military  eonstruetion  projeets,  and  other  planned  or 
foreseeable  projects.  When  a  specific  project  is  ready  for  decision,  the  appropriate 
Environmental  Section  personnel  will  review  this  EA  document  and  the  EA  Applicability 
Decision  Tree  (Figure  1-2)  to  determine  if  site-specific  information  is  available  and  what  level 
of  environmental  analysis  and  documentation  would  be  appropriate  at  that  time.  If  the  level  of 
analysis  in  this  EA  is  insufficient  for  the  specific  project,  additional  analysis  would  be  tiered  off 
of  this  EA,  in  accordance  with  40  CFR  Part  1508.28. 

As  part  of  the  environmental  assessment  process,  the  public  must  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
comment  on  projects  involving  federal  funds.  The  public  was  informed  of  the  CIP  EA  via  a 
public  notice  published  in  the  Abilene  Reporter-News  on  31  July  2010  and  the  Sound  of 
Freedom  on  6  August  2010  (Appendix  D).  The  public  notices  informed  the  public  of  Dyess’ 
intent  to  issue  a  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  based  on  the  CIP  EA  and  instructed  the  public 
that  copies  of  the  EA  were  available  for  review  at  the  Hardin- Simmons  University  Eibrary  and  at 
the  Base  Environmental  Office.  No  comments  from  the  public  were  received  during  the  30-day 
comment  period. 

1.5  APPLICABLE  REGULATORY  REQUIREMENTS  AND  COORDINATION 

1.5.1  Environmental  Policy 

NEPA  (42  U.S.C.  —  4321  et  seq.)  established  a  national  policy  to  encourage  harmony  between 
man  and  his  environment,  and  to  promote  efforts  to  prevent,  mitigate,  or  eliminate  damage  to  the 
environment  and  stimulate  the  health  and  welfare  of  man.  NEPA  procedures  ensure  that 
environmental  information  related  to  federal  action  is  made  available  to  public  officials  and 
citizens,  and  that  the  environmental  information,  along  with  public  input,  is  considered  in  the 
federal  decision-making  process. 

Executive  Order  (EO)  11514,  Protection  and  Enhancement  of  Environmental  Quality,  as 
amended  by  EO  11991,  sets  policy  for  directing  the  federal  government  in  providing  leadership 
in  protecting  and  enhancing  the  quality  of  the  nation’s  environment.  The  CEQ  Regulations  (40 
CFR  -  1500  to  1508)  implement  the  procedural  provisions  of  NEPA.  32  CFR  989  establishes  the 
specific  AF  procedural  requirements  for  implementation  of  NEPA. 

1.5.2  Biological  Resources 

The  Endangered  Species  Act  (16  U.S.C.  —  1531  to  1544)  requires  federal  agencies  to  determine 
the  effects  of  their  actions  on  federally-listed  threatened  and  endangered  (T&E)  species  of  fish, 
wildlife,  and  plants,  and  their  critical  habitats,  and  take  steps  to  conserve  and  protect  these 
species. 

EO  11990,  Protection  of  Wetlands,  requires  federal  agencies  to  take  action  to  avoid  or  minimize 
the  destruction,  loss,  or  degradation  of  wetlands  and  to  preserve  and  enhance  the  natural  and 
beneficial  values  of  wetlands. 
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EO  13112,  Invasive  Species,  directs  federal  agencies  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  invasive 
species  and  provide  for  their  control  and  to  minimize  the  economic,  ecological,  and  human 
health  impacts  that  invasive  species  cause.  Federal  agencies  shall  not  authorize,  fund,  or  carry 
out  actions  that  it  believes  are  likely  to  cause  or  promote  the  introduction  or  spread  of  invasive 
species. 

Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  (16  U.S.C.  —  703-712),  establishes  Federal  prohibition,  unless 
permitted  by  regulations,  to  "pursue,  hunt,  take,  capture,  kill,  attempt  to  take,  capture  or  kill, 
possess,  offer  for  sale,  sell,  offer  to  purchase,  purchase,  deliver  for  shipment,  ship,  cause  to  be 
shipped,  deliver  for  transportation,  transport,  cause  to  be  transported,  carry,  or  cause  to  be  carried 
by  any  means  whatever,  receive  for  shipment,  transportation  or  carriage,  or  export,  at  any  time, 
or  in  any  manner,  any  migratory  bird,  included  in  the  terms  of  this  Convention  ...  for  the 
protection  of  migratory  birds  .  .  .  or  any  part,  nest,  or  egg  of  any  such  bird." 

Bald  and  Golden  Eagle  Protection  Act  of  1940  (16  U.S.C.  668-668d,  as  amended).  Provides  for 
the  protection  of  the  bald  eagle  (the  national  emblem)  and  the  golden  eagle  by  prohibiting, 
except  under  certain  specified  conditions,  the  taking,  possession  and  commerce  of  such  birds 
(including  their  parts,  nests  or  eggs). 

1.5.3  Public  Health 

EO  12088,  Federal  Compliance  with  Pollution  Control  Standards,  directs  federal  agencies  to 
comply  with  federal,  state,  and  local  laws  and  regulations  concerning  air,  water,  and  noise 
pollution,  and  hazardous  materials  and  substances  to  the  same  extent  as  any  private  party. 

EO  13045,  Protection  of  Children  from  Environmental  Health  Risks  and  Safety  Risks,  requires 
that  potential  health  and  safety  impacts  that  could  disproportionately  affect  children  will  be 
considered. 

1.5.4  Environmental  Justice 

EO  12898,  Federal  Actions  to  Address  Environmental  Justice  in  Minority  Populations  and  Eow- 
Income  Populations,  requires  that  each  federal  agency  make  achieving  environmental  justice  part 
of  its  mission  by  identifying  and  addressing,  as  appropriate,  disproportionately  high  and  adverse 
human  health  or  environmental  effects  of  its  programs,  policies,  and  activities  on  minority 
populations  and  low-income  populations. 

1.5.5  Floodplain  Management 

EO  11988,  Floodplain  Management,  requires  that  each  federal  agency  provides  leadership  and 
take  action  to  reduce  the  risk  of  flood  loss,  minimize  the  impact  of  floods  on  human  safety, 
health  and  welfare,  and  to  restore  and  preserve  the  natural  and  beneficial  values  of  floodplains. 
The  federal  agency  is  responsible  for  evaluating  the  potential  impacts  to  floodplains  of  any 
action  it  may  take.  The  implementation  of  NEPA  with  this  EA  satisfies  the  AF  responsibilities 
under  this  EO. 
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1.5.6  Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resources  (archaeological  and  historical  sites  and  structures)  must  be  examined 
according  to  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966  (NHPA)  and  36  CFR  800, 
Protection  Of  Historic  Properties,  in  addition  to  review  under  NEPA.  Significant  historical  and 
archaeological  properties  and  sites  that  may  be  impacted  by  the  proposed  action  or  alternatives 
must  be  identified.  Significant  sites  are  defined  as  those  listed  on  or  determined  eligible  for 
listing  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP). 

As  per  36  CFR  800.4  and  800.5,  the  EA  was  provided  to  the  Texas  State  Historic  Preservation 
Officer  (SHPO)  for  review  during  the  30  day  public  comment  period,  and  no  comments  were 
received  during  the  30  day  public  comment  period. 

Air  Force  Instruction  (AFI)  32-7065  (AF  2004),  Cultural  Resources  Management  Program, 
covers  AF  compliance  with  the  NHPA  (16  U.S.C.  470  et  seq),  the  Native  American  Graves 
Protection  and  Repatriation  Act  (25  U.S.C.  3001-3013),  and  EO  13007,  Indian  Sacred  Sites  (AF 
2004). 

1.5.7  Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process 

32  CFR  989,  outlines  the  AF  environmental  impact  analysis  process  for  compliance  with  NEPA 
and  other  regulations  including  general  compliance  requirements  and  instruction  for  preparing 
the  various  levels  of  environmental  documentation. 
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SECTIONTWO 


Purpose  and  Need  for  Action 


This  EA  discusses  potential  environmental  impacts  associated  with  implementing  various  CIP 
projeets  at  Dyess  AFB.  This  EA  also  provides  the  public  and  decision-makers  with  the 
information  required  to  understand  and  evaluate  these  potential  impacts.  In  addition,  this  EA 
addresses  the  need  to  expedite  the  NEPA  review  proeess  for  routine  infrastructure  projects  in  the 
interest  of  Dyess  AFB’s  mission. 

The  primary  mission  of  the  7  BW,  which  is  the  host  wing  at  Dyess  AFB,  is  to  develop  and 
maintain  operational  capability  for  its  B-IB  aircrews,  including  two  combat  squadrons,  a 
weapons  school,  a  B-1  test  and  evaluation  squadron,  and  the  Air  Force's  only  B-IB  formal 
training  unit.  Dyess'  primary  tenant  organization  is  the  317  AG  that  operates  C-130  aireraft  in 
support  of  airlift  requirements  worldwide. 

The  7  BW  mission  is  supported  by  a  comprehensive  planning  process,  which  seeks  to  rationalize 
the  process  by  which  decisions  concerning  land  use,  infrastructure  development,  and  project 
sitings  are  made.  The  CIP  incorporates  the  infrastrueture  development  eomponent  into  the  7  BW 
mission.  In  addition  to  specifie  mission  objeetives,  the  AF  and  ACC  provide  additional 
directives  and  goals  that  must  be  achieved  at  the  base  level.  Dyess  AFB  strives  to  meet  these 
goals  to  ensure  compliance  with  AF  and  ACC  directives. 

Due  to  the  dynamie  nature  of  AF  operations,  infrastructure  needs  eontinually  shift  in  response  to 
ehanging  AF  and  mission  requirements.  Dyess  AFB  has  identified  a  need  to  provide  an 
infrastructure  that  would  continue  to  support  the  base  mission  while  giving  full  consideration  to 
the  built  and  natural  environment.  This  EA  provides  full  consideration  of  environmental 
eonsequenees  and  NEPA-eompliance  for  the  proposed  CIP  projeets,  while  addressing  the  need  to 
expedite  the  NEPA  review  process  for  routine  infrastrueture  projects  in  the  interest  of  Dyess 
AFB’s  mission  going  forward. 
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This  section  describes  the  typical  CIP  projects  anticipated  at  Dyess  AFB  that  are  not  eligible  for 
categorical  exclusion  (CATEX),  as  defined  in  32  CFR  989,  Appendix  B.  Table  3-1  lists  projects 
included  in  the  FYIO  IPF  that  are  eligible  for  CATEX  based  on  32  CFR  989.  Examples  of 
unique  circumstance  where  a  CATEX  may  not  be  appropriate  and  an  EA  would  be  needed  are 
projects  with; 

•  Greater  scope  than  usual  for  a  given  type  of  project 

•  Potential  for  degradation  of  environmental  conditions 

•  Use  of  unproven  technology 

•  Use  of  hazardous  or  toxic  substances  that  may  come  in  contact  with  the  surrounding 
environment 

•  Presence  of  T&E  species,  archaeological  remains,  historical  sites,  or  other  protected 
resources 

•  Potential  to  adversely  affect  areas  of  critical  environmental  concern 

•  Potential  to  disproportionately  affect  minority  or  low-income  populations 

FYIO  IPE  proposed  projects  not  eligible  for  CATEX  were  used  to  develop,  describe,  and 
evaluate  the  following  project  categories.  Table  3-2  lists  projects  included  in  the  FYIO  IPE  that 
would  be  covered  under  this  EA.  In  addition  to  the  IPE  projects,  interviews  with  Dyess  AFB 
personnel  were  conducted  to  determine  potential  future  CIP  project  categories. 

3.1  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE 

Inclusion  of  the  No  Action  Alternative  is  required  under  NEPA.  The  No  Action  Alternative  is 
defined  as  maintaining  the  status  quo  with  no  CIP  projects  being  funded  or  completed.  Under 
this  alternative,  necessary  upgrades,  additions,  or  demolition  to  existing  structures  may  not  be 
completed,  which  may  account  for  existing  structures  no  longer  meeting  the  needs  of  the 
mission.  Under  the  No  Action  Alternative,  no  new  structures  would  be  funded  or  constructed, 
potentially  impacting  the  7  BW  mission  and  resulting  in  the  Base  being  in  violation  of  AF  and 
ACC  directives.  No  facilities  would  be  demolished  and  the  AF  goal  of  20  percent  reduction  in 
buildings  by  2020  would  not  be  accomplished.  Real  property  would  not  be  acquired/disposed  of 
as  needed  to  meet  operational  requirements.  Buildings  would  not  be  modified  as  needed  to 
perform  new  functions.  Routine  maintenance  would  continue  to  be  performed. 

3.2  DEMOLITION  PROJECTS 

Dyess  AFB  operations  are  dynamic,  changing  as  AF  priorities  and  needs  change  throughout  the 
world.  As  operations  change,  existing  buildings  frequently  do  not  meet  the  new  needs.  If  these 
buildings  cannot  be  upgraded,  modified  or  retrofitted  or  if  the  facility  is  no  longer  needed,  the 
buildings  would  need  to  be  demolished  to  make  room  for  new  facilities  that  meet  the  operational 
requirements  of  the  Base.  In  addition,  the  AF  has  set  the  goal  of  a  20  percent  reduction  of 
buildings  by  2020.  Dyess  AFB  would  strive  to  meet  this  goal  by  consolidating  operations  and 
demolishing  buildings  that  are  deemed  to  be  excess.  For  the  purposes  of  this  EA,  demolition 
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projects  consist  of  decommissioning  and  demolishing  existing  buildings  and  ancillary 
equipment.  The  EA  assumes  the  following  parameters  are  included  in  these  types  of  projects: 

•  Qualihed  personnel  would  perform  demolition  activities.  Ah  equipment  and  demolition 
materials  would  be  stored  on  previously  disturbed  land. 

•  Ah  underground  utilities  would  be  removed,  capped,  or  retrofit  for  future  construction. 

•  Ah  features  of  the  structure  would  be  removed,  including  the  foundation.  Ancillary 
structures,  such  as  storage  buildings,  fences,  and  parking  areas  could  also  be  removed. 

•  The  worksite  would  be  surrounded  with  a  construction  fence  and  appropriate  signage  during 
demolition  activities  to  restrict  unauthorized  personnel. 

•  Ah  demolition  materials  would  be  removed  and  disposed  of  off-site  in  an  approved  facility, 
in  compliance  with  ah  applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

•  Prior  to  demolition,  ah  buildings  would  be  surveyed  for  Asbestos-Containing  Materials 
(ACM).  If  any  ACM  were  present,  abatement  would  be  performed  in  accordance  with  local, 
state,  and  federal  regulations. 

•  Ah  fuel  storage  tanks  and/or  initial  accumulation  points  (lAPs)  for  hazardous  and  petroleum 
waste  would  be  removed  prior  to  building  demolition. 

•  Following  ah  demolition  activities,  the  area  would  be  backhhed  and  compacted  with  clean 
topsoil,  and  graded  to  match  adjacent  contours.  The  area  would  be  landscaped  and 
revegetated  according  to  the  current  Integrated  Natural  Resources  Management  Plan 
(INRMP). 

•  A  Texas  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (TPDES)  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the 
disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1  acre. 

•  Spill  control  measures  (e.g.,  temporary  berms,  secondary  containment,  spill  kits,  etc.)  would 
be  implemented  if  construction  contractors  utilize  temporary  aboveground  storage  tanks 
(ASTs)  to  conduct  on-site  equipment  fueling. 

Demolition  projects  that  may  not  be  included  in  this  EA  would  include  demolition  projects  that 
may  result  in  environmental  contamination  or  the  disposal  of  a  large  quantity  of  contaminated 
media  (e.g.,  bulk  fuel  storage  areas,  small  arms  range,  etc.). 

3.3  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECTS 

For  the  purposes  of  this  EA,  the  base  has  been  divided  into  three  areas.  Those  areas  are 
described  as  (1)  Developed,  (2)  Residential,  and  (3)  Non-Developed,  as  shown  on  Figure  3-1  at 
the  end  of  the  section.  Military  housing  at  Dyess  AFB  is  in  the  process  of  being  privatized. 
Construction  projects  related  to  the  privatization  effort,  and  projects  that  may  be  implemented 
following  the  privatization  would  undergo  separate  NEPA  assessment.  Therefore,  projects 
covered  by  this  EA  would  not  occur  within  the  residential  portion  of  the  Base. 


Dyess  AFB 


Q:\1617\0506\CIPEA\Rev2\CIPEA_FNL.doc\7-Sep-10  /OMA  3-2 


SICTIOHTHREE 


Alternative  Descriptiens 


3.3.1  Driveways  and  Parking  Areas 

Access  to  buildings  and  other  facilities  is  an  important  aspect  of  efficient  AF  operations. 
Currently,  there  is  limited  parking  at  various  buildings  throughout  Dyess  AFB.  The  projeets 
evaluated  in  this  category  would  include  constructing  new  parking  areas  and  driveway  access 
points.  General  repair  or  maintenance  of  existing  surface  features  is  not  included  under  these 
types  of  projects.  Parking  areas  would  be  construeted  in  a  manner  that  would  not  interfere  with 
existing  storm  water  drainage  systems.  Construction  of  all  driveways  and  parking  areas  would 
include  the  following  parameters: 

•  Construction  would  not  occur  in  a  wetland,  floodplain,  or  other  sensitive  environmental  area. 

•  Construction  would  be  limited  to  developed  portions  of  Dyess  AFB  near  Base  support, 
operations,  or  recreational  facilities. 

•  Pre-construction  site  grading  and  earthwork  may  be  required.  Fill  material  would  be 
obtained  from  an  approved  off-base  source  or  from  a  designated  on-base  stockpile.  Post¬ 
construction,  excess  soils  would  be  stored  at  an  approved  off-base  source  or  a  designated  on- 
base  stockpile. 

•  During  construction.  Best  Management  Practices  (BMPs),  such  as  silt  fences  or  straw  bales, 
would  be  employed  to  reduce  soil  erosion  and  prevent  or  reduce  sedimentation. 

•  Spill  control  measures  (e.g.,  temporary  berms,  secondary  containment,  spill  kits,  etc.)  would 
be  implemented  if  eonstruction  eontractors  utilize  temporary  ASTs  to  conduet  on-site 
equipment  fueling. 

•  The  worksite  would  be  surrounded  with  a  construction  fence  and  appropriate  signage  to 
restrict  unauthorized  personnel. 

•  Surface  covering  of  the  completed  driveways  and  parking  lots  eould  consist  of  asphalt, 
concrete,  or  rock/gravel. 

•  Following  construction  activities,  all  remaining  disturbed  areas  would  be  revegetated 
according  to  the  current  INRMP. 

•  A  TPDES  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the  disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1  acre. 

3.3.2  Minimum  Use  Access  Roads  and  Recreationai  Traiis 

Access  to  the  undeveloped  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  is  limited  to  a  few  access  roads,  with  some 
areas  accessible  only  with  off-road  vehicles.  This  alternative  would  involve  the  construction  of 
additional  access  roads  and/or  reereational  trails  (e.g.,  running,  walking,  bicycling)  located 
throughout  Dyess  AFB.  The  analysis  of  this  alternative  does  not  include  any  buildings,  training 
facilities,  or  structures  of  any  kind  that  may  be  constructed  in  conjunction  with  an  access  road. 
Construetion  of  all  minimum  use  access  roads  and  reereational  trails  would  inelude  the  following 
parameters: 

•  Construction  would  not  occur  in  a  wetland  or  other  sensitive  environmental  area. 
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•  Construction  may  occur  in  developed  or  undeveloped  portions  of  Dyess  AFB,  as  shown  in 
Figure  3-2  at  the  end  of  the  seetion. 

•  Pre-construction  site  grading  and  earthwork  may  be  required.  Fill  material  would  be 
obtained  from  an  approved  off-base  source  or  from  a  designated  on-base  stockpile.  Post- 
construetion,  excess  soils  would  be  stored  at  an  approved  off-base  souree  or  a  designated  on- 
base  stoekpile. 

•  During  construetion,  BMPs,  such  as  silt  fences  or  straw  bales,  would  be  employed  to  reduce 
soil  erosion  and  prevent  or  reduce  sedimentation. 

•  Spill  eontrol  measures  (e.g.,  temporary  berms,  seeondary  eontainment,  spill  kits,  ete.)  would 
be  implemented  if  construction  contractors  utilize  temporary  ASTs  to  conduct  on-site 
equipment  fueling. 

•  The  worksite  would  be  surrounded  with  a  construction  fence  and  appropriate  signage  to 
restrict  unauthorized  personnel. 

•  Minimum  access  roads  would  be  limited  to  one  lane  (12  feet  wide)  and  trails  would  be 
limited  to  a  width  of  10  feet. 

•  Surfaee  eovering  of  the  completed  road  eould  consist  of  grass,  dirt,  or  gravel.  Surface 
covering  for  trails  could  consist  of  grass,  dirt,  gravel,  mulch,  asphalt,  or  concrete. 

•  Following  construction  activities,  all  remaining  disturbed  areas  would  be  revegetated 
according  to  the  current  INRMP. 

•  A  TPDES  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the  disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1 
acre. 

3.3.3  Recreational  and  Services  Facilities 

The  Air  Foree  Services  Agency  (AFSVA)  provides  support 
of  Dyess  AFB  operations  by  providing  recreational  and 
support  facilities.  AFSVA  provides  basic  community 
support  programs  that  support  the  military  mission  by 
satisfying  the  basic  physiological  and  psychological  needs 
of  military  members  and  their  families.  Dyess  AFB  places  a 
high  priority  on  AFSVA  activities,  and  has  several  facilities 
(golf  eourse,  football  field  ete.)  that  can  be  utilized  by  the 
Base  community. 

In  addition  to  recreational  areas,  AFSVA  provides  retail  and  commerce  outlets  to  Base  residents. 
Projects  in  this  classification  will  require  construction  of  a  building  and  ancillary  structures  or 
additions  and  modifieations  to  existing  buildings.  Typical  ancillary  structures  that  would  be 
expeeted  may  include  fencing,  sidewalks  or  walking  paths,  and  other  eontributory  features. 
General  components  of  these  recreational  and  Base  support  projects  include: 

•  Struetures  would  be  loeated  in  areas  designated  as  developed  on  Figure  3-1. 
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•  The  construction  site  would  not  be  located  in  a  floodplain,  wetland,  or  other  sensitive 
environmental  area. 

•  Surrounding  land  use  would  be  compatible  with  the  recreational  or  Base  support  facility. 

•  All  necessary  underground  utilities  would  be  brought  to  the  facility  from  existing  lines. 

•  The  worksite  would  be  surrounded  with  a  construction  fence  and  appropriate  signage  to 
restrict  unauthorized  personnel. 

•  Pre-construction  site  grading  and  earthwork  may  be  required.  Fill  material  would  be 
obtained  from  an  approved  off-base  source  or  from  a  designated  on-base  stockpile.  Post¬ 
construction,  excess  soils  would  be  stored  at  an  approved  off-base  source  or  a  designated  on- 
base  stockpile. 

•  During  construction,  BMPs,  such  as  silt  fences  or  straw  bales,  would  be  employed  to  reduce 
soil  erosion  and  prevent  or  reduce  sedimentation. 

•  Spill  control  measures  (e.g.,  temporary  berms,  secondary  containment,  spill  kits,  etc.)  would 
be  implemented  if  construction  contractors  utilize  temporary  ASTs  to  conduct  on-site 
equipment  fueling. 

•  Following  construction  activities,  all  remaining  disturbed  area  would  be  revegetated 
according  to  the  current  INRMP. 

•  A  TPDES  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the  disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1  acre. 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Faciiities 

Dyess  AFB  develops  and  maintains  operational  capability  for  the  ACC’s  largest  B-1  Bomber 
Wing.  The  7  BW  delivers  global  power  to  support  combatant  commander  taskings  for  the  joint 
and  combined  application  of  conventional  airpower,  produces  combat-ready  aircrews  in  the  AF’s 
only  formal  B-1  training  unit,  and  provides  operations,  maintenance,  and  medical  mission 
support  for  the  Base. 

This  project  category  includes  construction  projects  that  would  ensure  the  accomplishment  of  7 
BW  and  317  AG  missions  by  developing  and  maintaining  operational  capabilities  of  the  B-1  and 
C-130  fleets.  It  includes  MILCON  projects  and  other  new  construction  projects  from  the  IPL. 
Descriptions  of  the  FYIO  IPL  and  MILCON  projects  that  may  fall  into  this  category  are  provided 
in  Appendix  A.  Projects  in  this  classification  may  require  demolition  of  existing  structures,  as 
well  as  construction  of  new  buildings  and  ancillary  structures.  General  components  of  these 
projects  include: 

•  Structures  would  be  constructed  in  areas  identified  as  developed  on  Figure  3-1  and  would  be 
compatible  with  surrounding  land  use. 

•  The  construction  site  would  not  be  located  in  a  floodplain,  wetland,  or  other  sensitive 
environmental  area. 

•  All  necessary  underground  utilities  would  be  brought  to  the  facility  from  existing  lines. 
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•  All  new  petroleum  storage  tanks  must  be  either  ASTs  or  ASTs  contained  in  an  underground 
vault. 

•  The  worksite  would  be  surrounded  with  a  construction  fence  and  appropriate  signage  to 
restrict  unauthorized  personnel. 

•  Pre-construction  site  grading  and  earthwork  may  be  required.  Fill  material  would  be 
obtained  from  an  approved  off-base  source  or  from  a  designated  on-base  stockpile.  Post¬ 
construction,  excess  soils  would  be  stored  at  an  approved  off-base  source  or  a  designated  on- 
base  stockpile. 

•  During  construction,  BMPs,  such  as  silt  fences  or  straw  bales,  would  be  employed  to  reduce 
soil  erosion  and  prevent  or  reduce  sedimentation. 

•  Spill  control  measures  (e.g.,  temporary  berms,  secondary  containment,  spill  kits,  etc.)  would 
be  implemented  if  construction  contractors  utilize  temporary  ASTs  to  conduct  on-site 
equipment  fueling. 

•  Following  construction  activities,  all  remaining  disturbed  area  would  be  landscaped  and 
revegetated  according  to  the  current  INRMP. 

•  If  the  facility  would  include  any  petroleum  product  storage  tanks,  all  appropriate  spill  control 
procedures  would  be  implemented  according  to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
One  Plan. 

•  If  the  facility  would  include  an  lAP  for  hazardous  and  petroleum  wastes,  the  lAP  would  be 
managed  according  to  the  procedures  outlined  in  the  current  Dyess  AFB  Integrated  Waste 
Management  Plan  (IWMP)  (Dyess  2005c).  In  addition,  any  tank  with  a  capacity  greater  than 
1,100  gallons  would  be  registered  with  the  Texas  Commission  on  Environmental  Quality 
(TCEQ)  Petroleum  Storage  Tank  Division. 

•  A  TPDES  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the  disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1  acre. 

3.3.5  Utility  Extensions 

Dyess  APB  is  served  by  both  aboveground  and  underground  utilities.  This  alternative  includes 
future  proposed  projects  that  would  involve  upgrading  and  expanding  utilities  servicing  Dyess 
APB.  Proposed  utility  systems  located  in  an  existing  right-of-way  (ROW)  would  be  subject  to  a 
CATEX.  This  alternative  evaluates  those  actions  that  would  include  construction  of 
underground  and  aboveground  utilities  outside  of  existing  ROWs  in  areas  throughout  Dyess 
APB. 

In  general,  aboveground  utilities  construction  would  include  the  placement  of  utility  poles  and 
overhead  electrical  lines.  These  actions  would  involve  ground  disturbance  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  utility  pole  location. 
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Underground  utility  construction  would  include  trenching, 
excavating,  and  horizontal  boring  methods.  Regardless  of 
construction  method,  all  disturbed  areas  would  be  backfilled, 
compacted,  and  revegetated  according  to  the  current  INRMP. 

The  following  components  would  be  included  with  utility  extension 
actions; 

•  Aboveground  structures  would  not  be  located  in  a  floodplain, 
wetland,  or  other  sensitive  environmental  area. 

•  Alignment  of  utility  extension  structures  would  be  designed  to  avoid  crossing  wetlands  to  the 
extent  feasible.  If  a  project  necessitates  a  wetlands  utility  crossing,  horizontal  boring 
techniques  would  be  used  to  route  the  utility  under  the  wetlands.  Because  horizontal  boring 
effectively  avoids  disturbance  and  adverse  effects  to  the  wetland,  a  FONPA  (Finding  of  No 
Practical  Alternative)  would  not  be  required. 

•  Horizontal  boring  techniques  would  be  utilized  if  the  utility  extension  would  involve  crossing 
a  roadway. 

•  All  new  utility  equipment  would  be  polychlorinated  biphenyl  (PCB)  free. 

•  During  construction,  BMPs,  such  as  silt  fences  or  straw  bales,  would  be  employed  to  reduce 
soil  erosion  and  prevent  or  reduce  sedimentation. 

•  Spill  control  measures  (e.g.,  temporary  berms,  secondary  containment,  spill  kits,  etc.)  would 
be  implemented  if  construction  contractors  utilize  temporary  ASTs  to  conduct  on-site 
equipment  fueling. 

•  Following  construction  activities,  all  remaining  disturbed  area  would  be  landscaped  and 
revegetated  according  to  the  current  INRMP. 

•  A  TPDES  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the  disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1  acre. 

3.3.6  Stormwater  Management 

Stormwater  management  projects  at  Dyess  AFB  would 
include  repairing  or  stabilizing  embankments,  installing 
culverts,  and  upgrading  drainage  ditches.  During 
construction,  BMPs  would  be  employed  to  reduce  soil 
erosion  and  prevent  or  reduce  sedimentation.  Heavy 
equipment  would  normally  be  operated  from  an 
adjacent  road,  bank,  or  other  feature;  although  it  may  be 
necessary  in  some  cases  to  operate  the  equipment  in  the 
channel.  In  this  instance,  the  waterway  may  need  to  be 
temporarily  diverted  using  a  pipe  or  secondary  channel. 
The  goal  of  these  projects  is  to  reduce  the  flood  hazard  to  adjacent  land,  enhance  the  natural 
stormwater  system,  and  provide  for  efficient  conveyance  of  stormwater  through  Dyess  AFB. 
Existing  stormwater  systems  would  be  enhanced  to  allow  for  a  more  efficient  conveyance  of 
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water  through  the  Base.  The  eonveyanee  ehannels  would  inelude  drainage  swales,  earthen 
ehannels,  eonerete  ehannels,  or  subsurfaee  eonerete  pipes. 

The  installation  of  culverts  may  consist  of  corrugated  metal  pipes, 
reinforced  concrete  pipes,  or  reinforced  concrete  box  culverts. 

Installation  of  culverts  would  follow  the  existing  drainage  or 
roadways,  as  appropriate.  The  capacity  of  the  culvert  crossing  may 
be  increased  to  reduce  the  risk  of  flooding  to  the  surrounding  area, 
or  the  culvert  may  be  modified  to  prevent  overtopping.  Typical 
projects  may  include; 

•  Increasing  the  size  of  the  culvert  or  adding  additional  culvert 
barrels 

•  Changing  the  type  of  culvert 

•  Changing  the  location  or  alignment  of  the  culvert 

•  Adding  features,  such  as  a  headwall,  discharge  apron,  or  riprap 
to  reduce  the  potential  for  erosion  or  damage  to  the  culvert  or  crossing 

•  Replacing  fill  material 

•  Stabilizing  embankment  with  rock  riprap 

•  Installing  retaining  walls  or  geotextile  fabrics 

•  Using  bioengineering  techniques,  such  as  vegetation  plantings 

•  Spill  control  measures  (e.g.,  temporary  berms,  secondary  containment,  spill  kits,  etc.)  would 
be  implemented  if  construction  contractors  utilize  temporary  ASTs  to  conduct  on-site 
equipment  fueling 

Any  action  that  impacts  a  natural  waterway,  alters  vegetation  adjacent  to  a  stream  corridor,  or 
impacts  a  floodplain  would  require  coordination  with  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
(USAGE),  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS),  TCEQ,  the  Texas  Parks  and  Wildlife 
Department  (TPWD),  and  local  floodplain  administrators.  If  the  action  would  involve  channel 
modifications,  changes  to  culvert  capacity,  or  the  installation  of  attenuation  structures,  a 
hydraulic/hydrologic  analysis  could  be  required  to  evaluate  the  potential  impacts  on  downstream 
flows.  A  TPDES  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the  disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1 
acre. 

3.3.7  Force  Protection/Anti-Terrorism  Projects 

Protection  of  military  assets  and  facilities  is  essential  to  the  7  BW 
mission.  Force  protection/anti-terrorism  (FP/AT)  projects  would 
provide  additional  security  features  to  the  Dyess  AFB 
infrastructure.  Potential  projects  may  include  gate  security, 
building  security,  or  flightline  security  improvements. 
Anticipated  gate  security  improvements  would  include  the 
reconfiguration  of  the  Dyess  AFB  entry  control  facilities  (ECFs) 
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to  include  “S”  shaped  entranees,  new  guardhouses,  parking  areas,  eontraetor  vehiele  seareh 
faeilities,  additional  barriers,  bollards,  and  walls.  These  projeets  would  generally  oeeur  at  one  of 
the  three  existing  gate  locations  shown  on  Figure  3-1;  however,  additional  development  in  the 
vieinity  of  the  gate  may  occur.  The  design  of  the  ECF  modifieations  is  based  on  the  DoD  Entry 
Control  Eaeilities  guidelines  (DoD  2005). 

In  addition  to  potential  EP/AT  projeets  that  would  be 
loeated  at  one  of  the  three  entry  gates,  other  potential 
EP/AT  projeets  may  be  eonstrueted  on  base.  These 
projeets  would  inelude  various  barriers,  bollards,  fenees, 
and  other  proteetive  struetures  that  would  proteet  base 
asses.  The  loeation  of  these  projeets  may  be  installed 
around  existing  struetures  or  new  eonstruction.  These 
projeets  would  not  inelude  an  potentially  hazardous 
substanees,  eonstruetion  in  wetlands,  or  the  eonstruetion 
of  habitable  buildings  in  the  designated  floodplain  areas. 

eonstruetion  of  ECFs  would  include  the  following  parameters: 

•  The  project  site  would  not  be  loeated  in  a  floodplain,  wetland,  or  other  sensitive 
environmental  area. 

•  Pre-eonstruetion  site  grading  and  earthwork  may  be  required.  Fill  material  would  be 
obtained  from  an  approved  off-base  souree  or  from  a  designated  on-base  stoekpile.  Post- 
construetion,  excess  soils  would  be  stored  at  an  approved  off-base  souree  or  a  designated  on- 
base  stoekpile. 

•  During  eonstruetion,  BMPs,  sueh  as  silt  fences  or  straw  bales,  would  be  employed  to  reduce 
soil  erosion  and  prevent  or  reduee  sedimentation. 

•  Spill  eontrol  measures  (e.g.,  temporary  berms,  seeondary  eontainment,  spill  kits,  ete.)  would 
be  implemented  if  eonstruetion  eontractors  utilize  temporary  ASTs  to  eonduet  on-site 
equipment  fueling. 

•  The  worksite  would  be  surrounded  with  a  eonstruetion  fenee  and  appropriate  signage  to 
restriet  unauthorized  personnel. 

•  Following  eonstruetion  activities,  all  remaining  disturbed  areas  would  be  revegetated 
aecording  to  the  current  INRMP. 

•  A  TPDES  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the  disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1  acre. 

3.4  ACQUISITION  AND  DISPOSAL  OF  REAL  PROPERTY 

Periodieally,  Dyess  AFB  needs  to  aequire  adjaeent  properties  to  meet  operational  requirements. 
In  addition,  several  outlying  Dyess  AFB  properties,  sueh  as  weather  stations,  are  no  longer 
needed  due  to  new  teehnologies.  This  proposed  projeet  category  would  involve  the  aequisition 
of  properties  immediately  adjaeent  to  the  eurrent  base  boundaries,  the  disposal  (transfer  or  sale) 
of  existing  AF  property,  or  the  exehange  of  existing  AF  property  for  adjaeent  property.  Property 
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acquired  would  be  undeveloped  and  the  use  of  this  property 
by  Dyess  AFB  would  be  eompatible  with  existing  land  use. 

Disposal  of  any  property  owned  by  the  AF  would  not  result  in 
a  significant  change  in  land  use  of  that  property  by  the  new 
owner.  In  addition,  the  following  stipulations  would  oceur; 

•  A  Phase  I  Environmental  Baseline  Survey  (BBS)  would  be 
conducted  for  eaeh  acquired  or  disposed  site.  The  BBS 
provides  an  analysis  of  the  property  to  determine  an 
environmental  condition  of  property  category. 

•  Aequired/disposed  properties  would  be  compatible  with  surrounding  land  use. 

•  Historie  struetures  or  known  arehaeologieal  sites  would  not  be  disposed  of  by  the  AF. 

•  No  fdl  would  be  plaeed  in  any  wetlands  loeated  on  the  disposed  or  aequired  property. 

3.5  ALTERNATIVE  ACTIONS 
Modify  Existing  Buiidings 

As  mission  and  support  requirements  change,  buildings  may  no  longer  fit  the  need  of  the  new 
operation.  This  alternative  involves  modifying  an  existing  building  so  it  would  be  suitable  to 
perform  the  new  funetions.  In  eases  where  modifieation  of  an  existing  building  would  not 
accommodate  the  new  operation,  this  alternative  would  not  be  feasible.  However,  this  discussion 
focuses  on  those  instanees  where  modification  of  a  building  would  be  a  reasonable  alternative  to 
eonstruetion  of  a  new  facility.  Modification  of  an  existing  building  would  involve  renovation  of 
the  building,  eonstruetion  of  additional  features  (e.g.,  ancillary  buildings),  and  building 
expansion. 

Building  expansion  would  oceur  on  land  that  has  been  previously  disturbed  during  the 
eonstruetion  of  the  existing  building.  All  building  expansion  projeets  would  be  performed  in  the 
developed  area  of  Dyess  AFB,  as  shown  in  Figure  3-2.  Existing  utilities  would  eontinue  to  be 
utilized  by  the  faeility,  although  some  upgrades  may  be  neeessary.  Temporary  displacement  of 
personnel  and  services  may  be  required  during  the  eonstruetion  period. 

Parameters  for  this  alternative  would  inelude  the  following; 

•  The  eonstruetion  site  would  not  be  located  in  a  floodplain,  wetland,  or  other  sensitive 
environmental  area. 

•  The  faeility  would  be  located  in  the  developed  portion  of  Dyess  AFB,  and  would  be 
eompatible  with  surrounding  land  use. 

•  All  necessary  underground  utilities  would  be  brought  to  the  faeility  from  existing  lines. 

•  The  worksite  would  be  surrounded  with  a  eonstruetion  fence  and  appropriate  signage  to 
restriet  unauthorized  personnel. 
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•  Pre-construction  site  grading  and  earthwork  may  be  required.  Fill  material  would  be 
obtained  from  an  approved  off-base  source  or  from  a  designated  on-base  stockpile.  Post¬ 
construction,  excess  soils  would  be  stored  at  an  approved  off-base  source  or  a  designated  on- 
base  stockpile. 

•  During  construction,  BMPs,  such  as  silt  fences  or  straw  bales,  would  be  employed  to  reduce 
soil  erosion  and  prevent  or  reduce  sedimentation. 

•  Following  construction  activities,  all  remaining  disturbed  area  would  be  landscaped  and 
revegetated  according  to  the  current  INRMP. 

•  If  the  facility  would  include  any  petroleum  product  storage  tanks,  all  appropriate  spill  control 
procedures  would  be  implemented  according  to  the  EPA  One  Plan. 

•  If  the  facility  would  include  any  lAPs  for  hazardous  and  petroleum  wastes,  the  lAP  would  be 
managed  according  to  the  procedures  outlined  in  the  current  Dyess  AFB  IWMP.  In  addition, 
any  tank  with  a  capacity  greater  than  1,100  gallons  would  be  registered  with  the  TCEQ 
Petroleum  Storage  Tank  Division. 

•  A  TPDES  permit  would  be  obtained  if  the  disturbed  area  would  encompass  more  than  1  acre. 


Dyess  AFB 


Q:\1617\0506\CIP  EA\Rev2\CIP  EA_FNL.doc\7-Sep-10  /OMA  3-11 


TABLE  3-1 

CATEX  PROJECTS  -  INTEGRATED  PRIORITY  LIST 
CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 

DYESS  AFB 


Project# 

Title 

Type 

CATEX 

Applies? 

CATEX  Number 

FNWZ 100052 

Repair  Runway  Spalls  &  Critical  Slabs 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ 100064 

Repair  Electrical  Power  Receptacles 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ080092 

Repair  North  Ammo  Road 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ  100007 

Replace  Critical  Slabs 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ080054 

Repair  Fire  Suppression  System 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ  100075 

Maintain  Epoxy  Paint  Floors,  Maintenance  Shops 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ080013 

Repair  Fire  Suppression 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ090081 

Repair  Fire  Training  Facility, 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ  100022 

Repair  Climate  Control  Unit  (CCU),  Flangar 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ000122 

Repair  Windows  7407,  7409,  6135,  7218 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ980116P1 

Repair  Water  Mains  Phase  1 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ060020 

Repair  /  Repave  MSA  Roads 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ  100066 

Repair  Airfield  Spalls 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ010016 

Repair  Roof  &  Flashing  EOD/CEX,  7007 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ040065 

Replace  Windows,  Fligh  Risk  Facilities 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ  100060 

Repair  Built-up  Roofs,  Multiple  Facilities 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ050032 

Repair  DV  Quarters  7422 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ980116P2 

Repair  Water  Mains  Phase  2 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ050030P2 

Repair  /  Seal  Aprons  Joints  &  Cracks 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ090094 

Repair  /  Repave  Parking  5005,  4315,  7237 

Sustain 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ  100020 

Repair  Ventilation  Con'osion  Control,  5112 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.9 

FNWZ  100069 

Construct  Deployment  Processing  Pavement,  4217 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ090039 

Repair  Perimeter  Fence  /  Cable,  Tye  Gate  &  Subst 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ090038 

Replace  LZ  Marker  Panels,  1 6/34B  1 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.9 

FNWZ090046 

Construct  Covered  Pad,  5108 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.8 

FNWZ060028 

Construct  Fire  Escape,  7004 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.8 

FNWZ  100070 

Repair  Command  Post,  8030 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.8 

FNWZ000114 

Repair  Grade/  South  Clear  Zone  1 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ080136 

Install  Back-up  Generator,  7007 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.12 

FNWZ090051 

Convert  8  TLF  Rooms  to  4,  6240 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.8 

FNWZOOOllO 

Repair  Fence  Line  (Land  Acquisition) 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ040067 

Replace  POV  Parking,  Basewide 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ960012 

Repair  Electrical  Distribution,  Area  D 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ030035 

Replace  Emergency  Generator,  3010 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.9 

FNWZ  100072 

Construct  Cover  for  Outside  Storage,  7004 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.14 

FNWZ020020FP 

FP  Install  CCTV/Gates  @  POL  Bulk  Storage,  9006 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.14 

FNWZ020019FP 

FP  Install  CCTV/Gates  @  Hydrant  CASS  5224 

R&M 

Yes 

A2.3.14 

FNWZ040056 

Repair  Tye  Asphalt  LZ  Surface 

AMC  SRMC 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ030078 

Repair  TWH 

AMC  SRMC 

Yes 

A2.3.10 

FNWZ040053 

Add  RW  1 6/34B  Overt/Covert  Lighting 

AMC  SRMC 

Yes 

A2.3.13 

FNWZ090038 

Replace  LZ  Marker  Panels  1 6/34B 

AMC  SRMC 

Yes 

A2.3.13 

FNWZ  100005 

Alter  C-130  Parking  Configuration 

AMC  SRMC 

Yes 

A2.3.13 

Notes: 

AFB  =  Air  Force  Base 

AMC  =  Air  Mobility  Command 

CATEX  =  Categorical  Exclusion 

CCTV  =  Close-Circuit  Television 

ecu  —  Climate  Control  Unit 

CEX  =  Readiness  Support  Directorate 

DV  =  Distinguished  Visitor 

EOD  =  Explosive  Ordnance  Demolition 

FP  =  Force  Protection 

T.7  =  Landing  Zone 

MSA  =  Munitions  Storage  Area 

POL  =  Petroleum,  Oil,  and  Lubricant 

POV  =  Private-owner  vehicle 

R&M  =  Restoration  and  Moderization 

RW  =  Runway 

SRMC  =  Sustainment,  Restoration,  and  Moderization 

Sustain  =  Sustainment 

TLF  =  Temporary  Lodging  Facilities 
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NON-CATEX  PROJET-INTEGRATED  PRIORITY  LIST 
CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 
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Project# 

Title 

Type 

EA  Section 

FNWZ080076 

Construct  AGE  Wash  Rack,  5204 

R&M 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Facilities 

FNWZ 100071 

Construct  Addition  to  MWD  Kennels,  9106 

R&M 

3.5.1  Modify  Existing  Buildings 

FNWZ080137 

Extend  Parking  Lot,  Flightline  Side,  5225 

R&M 

3.3.1  Driveways  And  Parking  Areas 

FNWZ080098 

Demolish  Military  Working  Dog  Admin. 

Demo 

3.2  Demolition  Projeets 

FNWZ080100 

Demolish  Non-Munitions  Store 

Demo 

3.2  Demolition  Projects 

FNWZ  100074 

Demolish  MSA  Observation  Tower 

Demo 

3.2  Demolition  Projects 

FNWZ053002 

Mission  Operations  Center  28,245  SF 

Mileon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Facilities 

FNWZ093011 

ADAL  Network  Control  Center  17,200  SF 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Facilities 

FNWZ093010 

Small  Arms  Range  (21  Firing  Points) 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Facilities 

FNWZ  103004 

Deployment  Control  Center  34,450  SF 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Faeilities 

FNWZ093012 

Personnel  Support  Faeilty  28,860  SF 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Faeilities 

FNWZ983001 

Consolidated  SFS  Facility  33,000  SF 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Facilities 

FNWZ063005 

Consolidated  Fahrieation  Fit  Shop  61,890  SF 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Facilities 

FNWZ043002 

BCE  Complex  92,450  SF 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Faeilities 

FNWZ083008 

ADAL  PMEL  2,860  SF 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Faeilities 

FNWZ083005 

Consolidated  Operations  Group  40,040  SF 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Facilities 

FNWZ063006 

C-130  Grou  Fleadquarters/OSS 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Facilities 

FNWZ033005 

Enlisted  Dormitory 

Milcon 

3.3.4  Mission  Support  Faeilities 

Entry  Control  Faeilities 

ECF 

3.3.7  Foree  Proteetion/ Anti-Terrorism  Projeets 

Notes: 

ADAL  =  Add  or  Alter 

AFB  =  Air  Force  Base 

AGE  =  Aerospace  Ground  Equipment 

BCE  =  Base  Civil  Engineering 

CATEX  =  Categorical  Exclusion 

Demo  =  Demolition 

ECF  =  Entry  Control  Facilities 

Milcon  =  Military  Construction 

MSA  =  Munitions  Storage  Area 

MWD  =  Military  Working  Dog 

PMEL  =  Precision  Measurement  Equiment  Laboratory 

R&M  =  Repair  and  Maintenance 

SF  =  Square  Feet 

SFS  =  Security  Forces  Squadron 
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This  chapter  describes  the  human  and  natural  environment  at  Dyess  AFB,  providing  information 
to  allow  for  the  evaluation  of  potential  environmental  impacts  that  could  result  from  the 
alternatives  described  in  Section  2.  The  Dyess  INRMP  (Dyess  2006)  contains  comprehensive 
natural  resources  information  including  Dyess  management  goals  and  objectives. 

4.1  CLIMATE  AND  METEOROLOGY 

Dyess  AFB  is  located  in  the  semiarid  region  of  west-central  Texas.  In  general,  the  winters  are 
mild  and  the  summers  are  warm  and  dry.  January  is  the  coldest  month  with  an  average  overnight 
temperature  of  32  degrees  Fahrenheit  (°F).  In  July,  the  warmest  month,  the  average  day  time 
temperature  rises  to  95°F.  Precipitation  generally  occurs  April  through  October  with  January 
being  the  driest  month  (0.97  inches  of  precipitation),  and  June  the  wettest  month  (3.06  inches  of 
precipitation)  (rssWeather.com  2009).  Average  annual  rainfall  is  23.59  inches,  and  average  wind 
speed  is  12.1  miles  per  hour  (City  of  Abilene  2009). 

Dyess  AFB  is  influenced  by  hydrological  and  meteorological  effects  of  the  Callahan  Divide 
located  approximately  4  miles  to  the  southwest.  The  Callahan  Divide  is  a  range  of  hills 
extending  26  miles  west  to  southeast  through  Taylor  and  Callahan  counties.  This  divide 
separates  the  Brazos  River  and  the  Colorado  River  watersheds.  Elevations  in  the  range  vary 
from  a  low  of  1,898  feet  above  mean  sea  level  (msl)  at  Buffalo  Gap  to  2,411  feet  above  msl  at 
the  western  end  of  the  Callahan  Divide,  2  miles  south  of  Round  Top  Mountain  (Dyess  2006). 

4.2  TOPOGRAPHY 

Dyess  AFB  is  located  adjacent  to  and  west  of  the  city  of  Abilene  in  Taylor  County,  Texas,  and 
has  a  field  elevation  of  1,789  feet  above  msl  (Figure  1-1).  The  base  is  nearly  level  to  gently 
sloping  upland  flats  with  elevations  ranging  from  1,796  feet  above  msl  at  the  southwest  comer  of 
the  Base  to  approximately  1,733  feet  above  msl  at  the  northeastern  corner.  Slopes  generally 
range  from  0  to  3  degrees.  It  lies  on  the  southwestern  portion  of  the  rolling  plain  of  north  central 
Texas  and  is  60  miles  northeast  of  the  Edwards  Plateau.  With  the  exception  of  a  cap  rock 
escarpment  (cliff  separating  two  level  areas),  the  region  is  generally  level  to  gently  rolling.  This 
escarpment  is  oriented  north-northeast  and  south-southwest  for  approximately  110  miles  west  to 
northwest  of  Dyess  AFB,  separates  the  rolling  plain  from  the  higher  western  Llano  Estacado,  and 
merges  with  the  Edwards  Plateau  just  west  of  Dyess  APB  (Dyess  2006). 

4.3  GEOLOGY  AND  SOILS 
4.3.1  Geology 

Primary  shallow  geological  deposits,  underlying  the  near  surface  material,  are  Quaternary 
alluvium  (sedimentation  build-up  of  silts,  sands,  and  gravel  over  thousands  of  years).  Much  of 
the  Base  overlays  ancient  streambed  channels  and  tributaries  of  Little  Elm  Creek.  Bedrock 
under  the  Base  consists  of  the  Upper  Permian  Vale  Pormation  (valley)  of  the  Clear  Pork  Group. 
This  is  a  broad  band  of  relatively  fiat-lying  red  shale  with  thin  scattered  lenticular  red  and  gray 
sandstone  in  the  lower  sections.  Bedrock  is  100  to  200  feet  thick  and  generally  slopes  toward  the 
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northeast.  Groundwater  flow  direction  is  not  consistent,  and  varies  throughout  the  Base  (Dyess 
2006). 

This  Base  is  underlain  by  the  Permian  Clear  Fork  Group  and  Quaternary  alluvium.  The  Clear 
Fork  Group  consists  mostly  of  silty  mudstones,  thin  to  very  thinly  bedded,  with  some  blue-gray 
shale  near  the  base,  and  a  few  fossil  plant  fragments.  The  alluvium  consists  of  floodplain 
deposits  of  low  terraces  and  bedrock  located  in  stream  charmels.  Alluvial  thickness  is  up  to  25 
feet(TPWD  1994). 

4.3.2  Soils 

Dyess  AFB  soils  are  primarily  members  of  the  Sagerton-Rowena-Rotan  association,  which  are 
deep  noncalcareous  to  calcareous  clay  loams  (U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture  Soil 
Conservation  Service  [SCS]  1976).  This  association  occurs  on  lands  that  are  nearly  level  to 
gently  sloping  and  comprises  up  to  45  percent  of  the  soils  in  Taylor  County.  Sagerton  soils  are 
deep,  nearly  level  to  gently  sloping,  well-drained,  loamy  soils  that  formed  in  calcareous  loamy 
sediment.  At  Dyess  AFB,  these  occur  on  broad  uplands  with  slopes  of  0  to  1  percent,  or  as  urban 
complexes  with  slopes  of  0  to  3  percent.  Rowena  soils  consist  of  deep,  flat  to  gently  sloping, 
well-drained,  loamy  soils  that  formed  in  calcareous  clayey  to  loamy  sediments.  The  Rowena  soil 
that  occurs  on  Dyess  AFB  is  an  urban  complex  with  0  to  1  percent  slopes.  Rotan  soils  are  deep, 
nearly  level  to  gently  sloping,  well-drained  soils  of  uplands,  which  were  formed  in  calcareous 
sediment.  Slopes  range  from  0  to  3  percent. 

Other  soil  series  found  on  Base  include  Gageby,  Flamby,  Mangum,  Randall,  Tobosa,  and 
Vernon.  The  Gageby  series  soils  are  deep,  nearly  level,  well-drained,  loam  soils  on  bottomlands. 
They  typically  occur  on  the  floodplain  associated  with  Little  Elm  Creek.  Hamby  soils  are  deep, 
nearly  level  to  gently  sloping,  well-drained,  loamy  and  sandy  soils  of  uplands  with  slopes  of  0  to 
3  percent.  Mangum  soils  consist  of  deep,  nearly  level,  well  to  moderately  drained  clayey  soils  of 
floodplains.  The  soils  were  formed  in  clayey  alluvium.  Mangum  soils  on  Dyess  AFB  are  nearly 
level  and  are  confined  to  the  floodplain  of  Little  Elm  Creek.  Randall  soils  occur  in  the  bottoms 
of  enclosed  depressions  and  intermittent  lakes  or  playas.  They  are  deep,  nearly  level,  and  poorly 
drained.  Tobosa  soils  consist  of  deep,  nearly  level  to  gently  sloping,  well-drained,  clayey  soils 
on  uplands.  At  Dyess  AFB,  these  soils  are  associated  with  concave  areas  of  uplands  with  0  to  15 
percent  slopes,  or  metropolitan  areas  with  0  to  3  percent  slopes.  Vernon  soils  are  moderately 
deep,  gently  to  strongly  sloping,  well-drained,  clayey  soils  on  uplands.  They  formed  in 
calcareous  clayey  shale.  The  Vernon  soil  on  site  has  slopes  of  1  to  3  percent  and  occurs  on 
convex  upland  ridges  (TPWD  1994;  SCS  1976). 

Randall  clay  is  classified  as  a  Hydric  Soils  Criteria  Code  3  by  the  SCS  (1993).  Rotan  clay  loam, 
Rowena  clay  loam,  and  Tobosa  clay  inclusions  are  also  classified  as  a  Hydric  Soils  Criteria  Code 
3  by  the  SCS  ponding  criteria  (SCS  1993).  The  local  landforms  are  depressions  that  are 
frequently  ponded  for  long  or  very  long  duration  during  the  growing  season  (SCS  1976;  1993). 
The  wetlands  delineation  report  (USACE  1995)  indicated  that  areas  of  Colorado,  Gageby,  and 
Weymouth  soils  also  exhibited  properties  of  hydric  soils. 
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Figure  4-1  (located  at  the  end  of  the  seetion)  shows  the  Dyess  AFB  Soils  map  and  depiets  major 
soil  eomponents  and  soil  types. 

4.4  PUBLIC  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY 

Dyess  AFB  employs  5,215  people;  ineluding  approximately  4,884  aetive  military  personnel. 
The  total  Base  population,  ineluding  dependants,  retirees,  and  eivilians,  ineludes  approximately 
16,000  people  (Dyess  2008).  Dyess  AFB  is  also  host  to  several  temporary  and  full-time 
eontraetors. 

Dyess  AFB  is  served  by  a  fire  brigade,  military  poliee,  and  the  l'^  Medieal  Group.  Dyess  AFB 
has  a  medieal  elinie  and  dental  elinie.  The  medieal  elinie  does  not  provide  emergeney  serviees. 
Medieal  emergeneies  are  provided  through  a  mutual  assistanee  agreement  between  the  7* 
Medieal  Group  and  Hendriek  Health  System  (Hendriek  Hospital)  and  with  Rural/Metro 
Ambulanee  for  patient  eare  and  transport. 

4.5  SOCIOECONOMICS/ENVIRONMENTAL  JUSTICE 

Dyess  AFB  is  an  aetive  military  base,  whose  residents  are  nonpermanent  offieers,  enlisted 
personnel,  and  their  families.  For  purposes  of  environmental  justiee,  there  are  no  low-ineome  or 
minority  populations  loeated  on  Base. 

4.6  NOISE 

Sounds  disrupting  normal  aetivities  or  otherwise  diminishing  the  quality  of  the  environment  are 
designated  as  noise.  Noise  events  that  oeeur  during  the  night  (10  p.m.  to  7  a.m.)  are  more 
disruptive  than  those  that  oeeur  during  normal  wake  hours  (7  a.m.  to  10  p.m.).  Noise  events 
within  the  projeet  vieinity  are  presently  assoeiated  with  elimatie  eonditions  (wind,  thunder,  ete.), 
aireraft  operation,  and  transportation  noise  (traffie). 

4.6.1  Noise  Metrics 

The  eharaeteristie  by  whieh  noise  ean  be  deseribed  objeetively  is  loudness.  Loudness  is  typieally 
measured  in  deeibels  (dB).  Various  frequeney  weightings  are  used  to  allow  the  result  of  an 
aeoustieal  measurement  to  be  expressed  as  a  single  sound  level.  The  weightings  approximate  the 
ehanges  in  sensitivity  of  the  ear  to  different  frequeneies  at  different  levels.  Aireraft  noise  studies 
use  the  A-weighted  deeibel  (dBA)  seale  beeause  it  is  a  measure  that  better  assoeiates  sound 
frequeneies  with  the  sensitivity  of  the  human  ear. 

A  3  dBA  ehange  in  noise  level  is  the  point  at  whieh  humans  generally  ean  pereeive  ehange  in 
volume  when  eomparing  two  sounds,  and  sounds  that  differ  by  2  dBA  or  less  are  not  pereeived 
to  be  signifieantly  different  by  most  people.  Humans  pereeive  eaeh  inerease  of  10  dBA  on  this 
seale  as  being  twiee  as  loud  even  though  this  eorresponds  to  a  faetor  of  10  in  relative  sound 
energy  (Bolt,  Beranek,  and  Meuman,  Ine.  1973).  Table  4-1  shows  the  dBA  seale  of  commons 
sounds. 
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4.6.2  Noise  Levels  at  Dyess  AFB 

The  B-IB  and  C-130  are  the  prineipal  aireraft  operating  from  Dyess  AFB.  Daily  operations  of 
the  B-IB  average  at  71  patterns,  and  C-130  operations  average  258  per  day  (Dyess  2008).  An 
operation  includes  one  take-off,  one  landing,  or  half  a  closed  pattern.  In  addition  to  these 
assigned  aircraft,  numerous  transient  aircraft  from  other  military  installations  land  and  take-off 
from  Dyess  AFB.  The  Air  Installations  Compatible  Use  Zones  (AICUZ)  noise  contours  for 
Dyess  AFB  are  shown  in  Figure  4-2  at  the  end  of  the  section.  The  contours  are  based  on  a  Day- 
Night  24-hour  average  A-weighted  sound  level  (DNL)  expressed  in  dBA.  The  calculation  of  the 
dBA  includes  a  10  dBA  penalty  for  noise  events  occurring  between  10  p.m.  and  7  a.m.  These 
restrictive  zones  include  land  use  restrictions  designed  to  protect  the  navigable  airspace  around 
the  installation  for  aircraft  safety,  minimize  the  number  of  people  exposed  to  noise  from  aircraft 
operations,  and  minimize  the  number  of  people  exposed  to  hazards  related  to  aircraft  operation 
and  potential  accidents  (Dyess  2008).  As  shown  in  Figure  4-2,  all  residential  use  lands  on  Base 
are  located  in  a  75  dBA  contour  or  less.  The  developed  portions  of  the  Base  generally  fall  within 
80  dBA  zones  or  less,  with  the  highest  noise  levels  located  near  the  flightline  areas. 

4.7  AIR  QUALITY 

The  National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards  (NAAQS)  established  by  the  EPA,  pursuant  to  the 
Clean  Air  Act  as  amended  and  adopted  by  the  TCEQ,  define  the  allowable  concentrations  of 
pollutants  that  may  be  reached  but  not  exceeded  in  a  given  time  period  to  protect  human  health 
(primary  standard)  and  welfare  (secondary  standard)  with  a  reasonable  margin  of  safety.  These 
standards  include  maximum  concentrations  for  ozone,  carbon  monoxide,  nitrogen  dioxide,  sulfur 
dioxide,  lead,  and  particulate  matter  with  a  diameter  of  10  microns  or  less.  Dyess  AEB  is 
classified  as  an  NAAQS  Attainment  Area  (EPA  2009). 

Although  not  required  by  law,  Dyess  APB  has  prepared  an  Air  Emissions  Inventory  (AEI).  The 
AEI  reports  actual  air  emissions  and  estimates  potential  emissions  from  significant  sources. 
According  to  the  AEI,  19  source  categories  were  considered  significant  at  the  installation.  For 
each  of  the  19  emission  sources,  emissions  of  criteria  pollutants  and  hazardous  air  pollutants 
(HAPs)  were  calculated  using  regulatory  guidelines.  Actual  and  potential  emissions  for  the 
individual  criteria  pollutants  and  HAPs  were  below  the  major  source  thresholds.  All  emissions 
were  also  below  Title  V  Permit  Program  thresholds.  (Dyess  2009) 

Emission  sources  at  Dyess  AFB  include  mobile  source  (e.g.,  aircraft,  maintenance  equipment, 
automobiles,  and  heavy  equipment),  stationary  sources  (e.g.,  fire  training  exercises,  fuel  cell 
maintenance,  painting  operations,  welding  operations,  and  woodworking  facilities),  and 
prescribed  burning  for  fuel  hazard  reduction  and  natural  resource  management.  Dyess  AFB 
currently  has  five  large  generators  which  provide  a  back  up  system,  as  needed.  (Dyess  2006) 

The  Dyess  Air  Quality  Program  is  outlined  in  the  Integrated  Air  Quality  Management  Plan 
(lAQMP)  (Dyess  2005a).  Dyess  AFB  currently  operates  on  a  deminimus  or  Permit-By-Rule 
basis  as  authorized  by  the  TCEQ.  Permit-By  Rule  is  the  state  authorization  for  activities  that 
produce  more  than  a  deminimis  level  of  emissions  but  less  than  other  New  Source  Review 
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permitting  options  (Personal  eommunieation,  Armstrong  2009).  The  Permit-By-Rule  is  ineluded 
in  the  lAQMP. 

4.8  WATER  RESOURCES 

Dyess  AFB  is  located  in  the  semiarid  region  of  west-central  Texas.  The  area  is  generally  dry, 
with  summer  precipitation  coming  as  cellular  and  highly  intense  thunderstorms.  Surface  water 
streamflow  in  this  area  corresponds  greatly  with  precipitation  events.  During  summer  months, 
most  streams  experience  periods  of  low  or  no  base  flow.  However,  during  spring  and  winter 
months,  the  streamflow  is  generally  higher  and  more  constant. 

4.8.1  Surface  Water 


Little  Elm  Creek  flows  through  Dyess  AFB.  The 
drainage  basin  is  approximately  56  square  miles,  and 
flows  from  the  headwaters  in  the  Callahan  Divide 
southwest  of  Dyess  AFB  to  its  confluence  with  Big  Elm 
Creek,  northeast  of  Dyess  AFB.  Fittle  Elm  Creek  has 
been  channelized  to  form  a  drainageway  (South 
Diversion  Ditch)  through  Dyess  AFB.  There  are  two 
unnamed  drainage  tributaries  to  Fittle  Elm  Creek  located 
on  Dyess  AFB  property.  One  tributary,  which  flows  into 
Lake  Totten  on  the  golf  course,  drains  the  southeastern 
portion  of  the  Base,  including  the  housing  area,  drop  zone,  and  golf  course.  Lake  Totten  is  a 
shallow  man-made  recreational  water  body  and  has  a  surface  area  of  approximately  10  acres 
when  full.  When  the  lake  is  full,  water  exits  over  a  spillway  at  the  east  end  into  Little  Elm 
Creek.  The  second  tributary  drains  the  northern  and  northwestern  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  (North 
Diversion  Ditch)  and  flows  directly  into  Little  Elm  Creek.  Fittle  Elm  Creek  is  a  gaining  stream 
as  it  flows  through  Dyess  AFB,  meaning  the  base  flow  of  the  creek  is  enhanced  by  the 
contribution  of  groundwater  (Dyess  2006). 

Surface  water  flow  direction  is  readily  discernible  and  controlled  by  man-made  ditches  and 
channels.  Surface  water  from  the  industrial  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  sheet  flows  off  the  flightline 
and  other  areas  to  be  captured  by  the  stormwater  drains  and  diversion  ditches  channeled  to  flow 
into  Little  Elm  Creek,  which  discharges  into  Big  Elm  Creek  approximately  4  miles  downstream, 
northeast  of  Dyess  AFB.  Big  Elm  Creek  then  discharges  into  Fake  Fort  Phantom  Hill  located 
north  of  Abilene,  and  is  considered  suitable  for  recreational  use,  fish  and  wildlife  propagation, 
and  domestic  use.  Fake  Fort  Phantom  Hill  is  the  principle  source  of  potable  water  supply  for 
Abilene  and  Dyess  AFB.  A  total  of  20.5  acres  of  channeled  and  intermittent  streams  exist  on  the 
base  and  fall  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  USACE  as  Waters  of  the  U.S.  (Dyess  2009). 

Two  storage  ponds  are  located  on  Base  to  supply  the  effluent  irrigation  system.  One  pond  is 
located  in  the  central  portion  of  the  golf  course  and  covers  roughly  4.5  acres  with  a  capacity  of  9 
million  gallons.  The  second  is  located  east  of  the  hospital  and  south  of  the  picnic  grounds  and 
covers  approximately  2.75  acres.  This  pond  has  a  capacity  of  nearly  13  million  gallons.  Water 
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levels  are  maintained  at  a  fairly  eonstant  level  by  a  pipeline  feed  from  the  eity  of  Abilene  (Dyess 
2006). 

Surface  water  features  are  shown  on  Figure  4-3  located  at  the  end  of  the  section. 

4.8.1. 1  Surface  Water  Quality 

The  city  of  Abilene  and  Dyess  AFB  obtain  much  of  their  municipal  water  supply  from  Lake  Fort 
Phantom  Hill.  Therefore,  the  State  of  Texas  water  quality  regulations  require  that  point-source 
discharges  into  streams  draining  into  Lake  Fort  Phantom  Hill  must  not  degrade  the  quality  of  the 
water  in  the  reservoir  below  the  established  water  quality  standards.  Dyess  AFB  has  an  active 
approach  and  program  directed  toward  stormwater  management  and  is  expressed  in  the  Base 
Storm  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Plan  (SWPPP)  (Dyess  2010)  that  is  in  compliance  with  the 
TPDES  permit  requirements.  The  current  TPDES  General  Permit  for  Dyess  AFB  will  expire  on 
14  August  2011  (Dyess  2010). 

Construction  projects  encompassing  more  than  one  acre  of  disturbed  areas  require  a  separate 
TPDES  permit  (Dyess  2010).  Any  construction  projects  that  disturb  over  5  acres  are  required  to 
have  a  SWPPP  in  place  and  obtain  a  stormwater  permit  by  submitting  a  Notice  of  Intent  (NOI)  to 
TCEQ.  Any  construction  disturbing  greater  than  1  acre  but  less  than  5  acres  requires  a  SWPPP 
but  not  an  NOI  (TCEQ  2010). 

4.8.2  Groundwater 

Groundwater  supplies  are  limited  in  west-central  Texas,  as  there  are  no  aquifers  of  regional 
significance  in  the  area.  The  principal  near-surface  source  of  groundwater  at  Dyess  AEB  is  the 
Quaternary  Alluvium  of  Little  Elm  Creek.  The  groundwater  in  the  Quaternary  Alluvium  is 
typically  unconfined,  although  it  may  be  locally  semiconfined  where  the  groundwater  surface  is 
above  the  top  of  the  sand  and  gravel  alluvium.  The  saturated  thickness  of  the  alluvium  ranges 
from  a  few  feet  to  a  maximum  of  about  12  feet.  The  shallow  Vale  Formation  red  shale 
underlying  the  alluvium  appears  to  be  an  aquitard,  which  prevents  shallow  groundwater  from 
being  transported  vertically  down.  During  dry  periods,  base  flow  to  Eittle  Elm  Creek  and  the 
northern  drainage  ditch  is  likely  sustained  by  groundwater  discharge  from  the  alluvium.  During 
wet  periods  when  flow  is  high.  Little  Elm  Creek  and  the  northern  drainage  ditch  are  likely 
recharging  the  alluvium. 

4.8.3  Floodplains 

Eloodplains  provide  for  the  natural  control  and  conveyance  of  fioodwaters.  Figure  4-3  shows 
the  100-year  floodplain  for  Dyess  AFB.  Substantial  portions  of  low-lying  areas  along  Eittle  Elm 
Creek  in  the  south  and  east  are  currently  in  the  100-year  floodplain  including  portions  of  the  golf 
course.  The  100-year  floodplain  is  a  significant  natural  constraint  to  development  at  Dyess  AFB. 
This  floodplain  is  associated  with  two  features  on  Dyess  AFB;  the  drainageways  and  Little  Elm 
Creek  (Dyess  2006). 

Dyess  AFB  does  not  participate  in  the  Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency  (FEMA) 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  but  does  comply  with  EO  11988,  Floodplain  Management. 
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EO  11988  requires  federal  ageneies  to  “...evaluate  the  potential  effeets  of  any  aetions  it  may 
take  in  a  floodplain;  to  ensure  that  its  planning  programs  and  budget  request  refleet  eonsideration 
of  flood  hazards  and  floodplain  management.” 


4.9  BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 
4.9.1  Wetlands 


Wetland  determinations  at  Dyess  AFB  were  performed  on  loeation  in  aceordanee  with  the 
USAGE  Wetland  Delineation  Manual  (USAGE  1987).  Twelve  jurisdietional  wetlands  totaling 
3.9  aeres  have  been  identified  and  mapped  on  Dyess  AFB.  Figure  4-4  loeated  at  the  end  of  the 
section  shows  the  location  of  wetlands  basewide.  Figures  4-4a  through  4-4d  show  close-ups  of 
the  wetlands  (northwest,  southwest,  southeast,  and  northeast  quadrants  of  the  base,  respectively). 
These  figures  are  also  located  at  the  end  of  the  section. 

In  general,  all  the  wetlands  are  small,  with  the  largest  being  0.6  acre  in  size.  Two  of  these  sites 
are  naturally  occurring  playas  or  intermittent  lakes.  Of  the  remaining  10  wetlands,  7  result  from 
soil  manipulation  or  were  dug  as  stock  watering  tanks  by  ranchers  prior  to  Base  activation 
(USAGE  1995).  Man-made  wetlands  also  fall  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  USAGE  (Dyess 
2009). 


4.9.2  Vegetation 

Vegetation  at  Dyess  AFB  consists  of  local  grasslands,  deciduous  woodlands,  riparian  vegetation, 
and  turf  and  landscaped  areas.  There  are  no  sensitive  vegetation  areas  located  on  Dyess  AFB. 
Detailed  descriptions  of  the  vegetation  groups  found  on  Dyess  AFB  are  provided  in  the  current 
INRMP.  A  brief  description  is  provided  below. 


Focal  grasslands  are  short-  to  mid-grasses,  including  Texas  wintergrass,  perennial  threeawn, 
Texas  grama,  silver  bluestem,  buffalograss,  sideoats  grama,  and  vine  mesquite.  Intermixed  with 
these  dominant  grasses  is  a  diverse  assemblage  of  native  forb  species,  including  western 
ragweed,  lazy  daisy,  Texas  thistle,  prairie  conefiower,  lambsquarters,  verbena,  and  silverleaf 
nightshade  (Dyess  2006). 


The  deciduous  woodlands  are  mature  mesquite, 
which  grow  in  dense  even-aged  stands.  Mesquite  is 
managed  as  an  invasive  species  on  Dyess  AFB. 
Under-story  species  include  prickly  pear,  littleleaf 
sumac,  lime  prickly  ash,  western  ragweed,  western 
yarrow,  common  lambsquarters,  dwarf  senna,  sida, 
silverleaf  nightshade,  sow  thistle,  and  verbena. 
Gommon  grass  species  include  Texas  wintergrass, 
rescuegrass,  silver  bluestem,  and  white  tridens 
(Dyess  2006). 


Riparian  vegetation  includes  vegetation  along  historic  and  channelized  streambeds  and  drainages 
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associated  with  Little  Elm  Creek  and  its  tributaries.  Riparian  vegetation  is  tolerant  of,  and 
adapted  to,  periodie  flooding  or  soil  saturation.  The  highest  quality  natural  riparian  area  is  the 
historic  Little  Elm  Creek  channel  located  southeast  of  the  present  storm  water  system.  This  area 
is  mesquite  woodland  joined  in  the  tall  shrub  stratum  by  netleaf  hackberry  and  chittumwood, 
while  in  the  short  shrub  stratum  lotebush,  priekly  pear,  and  tasajillo  are  common.  Downslope 
along  the  remnants  of  the  old  creek  channel,  western  soapberry  and  buttonbush  provide  a 
remnant  of  riparian  woodland  that  once  occupied  the  area  (Dyess  2006). 

The  slopes  of  the  channelized  Little  Elm  Creek  have  been  maintained  by  mowing  in  the  past. 
Vegetation  in  the  lower  extent  includes  cattail,  Illinois  bundleflower,  wild  canarygrass, 
bermudagrass,  white  sweet  clover,  Britton’s  sedge,  rush,  hard-stem  bulrush,  salt-marsh  bulrush, 
smartweed,  curly  dock,  black  willow,  and  buttonbush  (Dyess  2006). 

Approximately  2,645  acres  (approximately  42  percent)  of  Dyess  AFB  are  covered  by  short 
(mowed)  grasses.  These  areas  are  maintained  grounds  subject  to  mowing  and  scheduled 
landscape  maintenance.  Of  the  2,645  maintained  acres,  1,645  acres  are  maintained  near  the 
runway,  drop  zones,  flight  safety  clear  zones,  fire  breaks,  and  secure  weapons  storage  areas. 
Approximately  1,000  acres  consist  of  turf  and  landscaped  areas  including  the  golf  course, 
airplane  park,  picnic  grounds,  industrial  and  administrative  facilities,  base  housing,  and  the 
hospital.  The  predominant  turf  grass  is  common  bermuda,  shrubs  are  usually  red  tip  photinia  and 
holly,  while  trees  are  most  often  Afghan  pine,  live  oaks,  red  oaks,  pecan,  bur  oaks,  green  ash, 
mesquite,  and  desert  willow  (Dyess  2006). 

4.9.3  Federal  and  State  Listed  Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

There  are  no  federally-listed  T&E  species  known  to  be  permanent  residents  at  Dyess  AFB 
(Dyess  2009).  The  USFWS  eurrently  lists  only  the  blaek-eapped  vireo  for  Taylor  County,  Texas 
(USFWS  2009).  TPWD  currently  lists  seven  species  as  State  T&E  in  Taylor  County  (TPWD 
2009).  Table  4-2  shows  the  Federal  and  State  listed  species  that  have  the  potential  to  occur  in 
Taylor  County  and  their  status. 

The  black-capped  vireo  is  listed  as  endangered  by  the  USFWS  and  the  TPWD.  Although  there 
are  verified  recent  nesting  records  in  Taylor  County,  the  black-capped  vireo  is  not  expected  to 
occur  on  Dyess  AFB  due  to  the  lack  of  geological  substrate  (suitable  soils)  necessary  to  support 
the  mid-sueeessful  brushy  areas  dominated  by  oaks,  sumaes,  persimmons,  and  other  broadleaf 
shrubs  that  provide  nesting  habitat  for  the  speeies. 

The  bald  eagle  has  been  delisted  by  the  USFWS,  but  is  still  protected  by  the  Bald  and  Golden 
Eagle  Protection  Act  and  listed  as  threatened  by  the  TPWD.  Bald  eagles  normally  live  near  large 
bodies  of  open  water,  such  as  lakes,  marshes,  seacoasts,  and  rivers  where  there  is  a  plentiful 
supply  of  food  and  tall  trees  for  nesting  and  roosting.  Most  oceurrenees  on  Dyess  AFB  would  be 
expected  to  be  over-flights  during  their  spring  and  fall  migrations  because  the  preferred  bald 
eagle  habitat  is  not  present  on  Base.  Therefore,  its  occasional  presence  on  Base  would  be 
transient  in  nature. 
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The  Texas  horned  lizard  is  listed  as  threatened  by  the  TPWD,  Its  range  includes  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  New  Mexico,  Colorado,  and  parts  of 
Arizona  and  Mexico.  Its  habitat  consists  of  open,  sandy 
to  gravelly  grasslands  and  deserts  which  support  grass, 
mesquite,  and  cactus.  Potential  habitat  for  this  species 
exists  in  most  parts  of  the  Base.  The  preferred  diet  of 
the  Texas  horned  lizard  is  the  harvester  ant,  which  are 
located  throughout  the  Base.  A  roadkill  was  observed  by 
Parsons  Engineering-Science  biologists  during  surveys 
conducted  on  28  April  1995,  and  the  lizard  is  seen 
sporadically  by  base  employees.  Due  to  the  presence  of 
the  Texas  horned  lizard  and  its  habitat  on  Base,  Dyess  AFB  has  placed  specific  management 
goals  for  this  species  in  the  INRMP  (Dyess  2006). 

The  American  peregrine  falcon  is  listed  as  threatened  by  the  TPWD.  It  is  a  year-round  resident 
and  local  breeder  in  west  Texas,  where  it  nests  in  tall  cliff  aeries.  It  is  a  migrant  across  the  state 
from  more  northern  breeding  areas  in  the  U.S.  and  Canada  and  winters  along  the  coast  and 
farther  south.  The  falcon  occupies  a  wide  range  of  habitats  during  migration,  including  urban 
areas.  The  American  peregrine  falcon  has  not  been  seen  on  Base  recently.  Typical  nesting 
habitat  for  the  bird  does  not  naturally  occur  at  Dyess  AFB,  and  all  tall  man-made  structures  are 
maintained  in  a  manner  to  discourage  bird  usage.  However,  the  bird  may  occur  as  an  occasional 
visitor  to  the  Base  as  a  winter  migrant  or  visitor. 

The  gray  wolf  is  listed  as  endangered  by  the  TPWD  and  has  been  extirpated  from  most  of  Texas. 
It  was  formerly  known  throughout  the  western  two-thirds  of  the  state  in  forests,  brushlands,  or 
grasslands.  The  gray  wolf  has  never  been  sighted  on  Dyess  AFB  and  the  preferred  habitat  types 
are  not  found  on  Base.  Therefore,  the  gray  wolf  would  not  be  expected  to  occur  on  Dyess  AFB. 

The  red  wolf  is  listed  as  endangered  by  the  TPWD  and  has  been  extirpated  from  most  of  Texas. 
It  was  formerly  known  throughout  eastern  half  of  Texas  in  brushy  and  forested  areas,  as  well  as 
coastal  prairies.  These  types  of  habitat  do  not  occur  on  Dyess  AFB  and  there  are  no  records  of  a 
sighting  on  the  Base.  Therefore,  the  red  wolf  is  not  expected  to  occur  on  Dyess  AFB. 

The  whooping  crane  is  listed  as  endangered  by  the  TPWD.  It  is  a  potential  migrant  via  plains 
throughout  most  of  state  to  the  coast.  The  bird  winters  in  the  coastal  marshes  of  Aransas, 
Calhoun,  and  Refugio  counties.  The  whooping  crane  roosts  on  sandbars  and  large  open  wetlands 
areas.  Since  the  preferred  habitat  is  not  found  on  Base,  the  whooping  crane  does  not  reside  or 
nest  on  Base  and  is  not  considered  an  inhabitant  of  the  Base. 

4.9.4  Terrestrial  Wildlife 

Mammalian  fauna  present  on  Dyess  AFB  are  typical  of  an  urban  environment.  Those  observed 
on  Dyess  AFB  include  Virginia  opossum,  least  shrew,  Mexican  free-tailed  bat,  nine-banded 
armadillo,  eastern  cottontail,  coyote,  eastern  fox  squirrel,  black-tailed  jackrabbit,  Mexican 
ground  squirrel,  hispid  pocket  mouse,  northern  pygmy  mouse,  hispid  cotton  rat,  southern  plains 
woodrat,  roof  rat,  house  mouse,  porcupine,  gray  fox,  red  fox,  ringtail,  common  raccoon,  striped 
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skunk,  badger,  bobcat,  nutria,  and  beaver.  Predator  species  such  as  the  coyote,  badger,  fox,  and 
bobcat  are  valued,  as  are  raptors  and  snakes,  for  their  role  in  controlling  rodent  and  rabbit 
populations  (Dyess  2006). 

A  wide  variety  of  birds  species  have  been  observed  on  Dyess  AFB.  Common  raptors  include  the 
red-tailed  hawk,  Swainson’s  hawk,  Mississippi  kite,  northern  harrier.  Cooper’s  hawk,  kestrel, 
bam  owl,  great  horned  owl,  turkey  vulture,  and  black  vulture.  Typical  grassland  nesting  species 
observed  on  Dyess  AFB  include  the  Cassin’s  sparrow,  lark  sparrow,  grasshopper  sparrow,  vesper 
sparrow,  mourning  dove,  northern  bobwhite  quail,  Rio  Grande  wild  turkey,  scissor-tailed 
flycatcher,  and  red- winged  blackbird  (Dyess  2006). 

Other  Bird  Species  of  Importance.  TPWD  personnel  identified  several  special  status  neo¬ 
tropical  migrant  bird  species  at  Dyess  AFB  during  the  June  1993  site  visit.  Neo-tropical 
migratory  birds  are  those  species  that  nest  in  the  U.S.  and  Canada  and  migrate  south  to  the 
tropical  regions  of  Mexico,  Central  America,  South  America,  and  the  Caribbean  for  the  winter. 
Over  half  of  all  bird  species  nesting  in  the  U.S.  are  classified  as  neo-tropical  migratory  birds.  It 
is  DoD  policy  to  promote  and  support  Partners  In  Flight  (PIF)  in  the  protection  and  conservation 
of  neo-tropical  migratory  birds  and  their  habitat  by  protecting  vital  habitat,  enhancing 
biodiversity,  and  maintaining  healthy  and  productive  natural  systems  on  our  lands  consistent 
with  the  military  mission.  Priority  species  noted  by  TPWD  and  PIF  with  breeding  populations 
on  Dyess  AFB  include  the  loggerhead  shrike,  yellow-billed  cuckoo,  painted  bunting,  grasshopper 
sparrow,  Bullock’s  oriole.  Bell’s  vireo,  Cassin’s  sparrow,  Mississippi  kite,  and  the  scissor-tailed 
flycatcher.  Other  PIF  special  status  species,  the  scaled  quail  and  the  McCown’s  longspur  are 
relevant  to  base  habitat,  although  none  have  been  observed  on  base  to  date  (Dyess  2006). 

Birds  and  other  wildlife  may  pose  hazards  to  the  flying  mission  of  Dyess  AFB.  In  all  cases,  the 
safety  of  aircrews  and  integrity  of  aircraft  is  paramount.  The  7  BW  Bird-Aircraft  Strike  Hazard 
Plan,  an  integral  planning  document  of  the  INRMP,  focuses  on  minimizing  or  avoiding  hazards 
posed  by  both  resident  and  seasonal  bird  populations.  It  outlines  the  many  procedures  available 
for  eliminating  or  reducing  the  environmental  conditions  that  attract  birds  and  other  wildlife  to 
the  airfield  (Dyess  2009). 


Low  habitat  diversity  and  availability  preclude  a  high  diversity  and  abundance  of  reptiles  and 
amphibians.  Those  species  with  relatively  wide  niche  breadth  such  as  red-eared  sliders,  pallid 
spiny  softshell  turtle,  and  bullfrogs  are  abundant.  Other  species  observed  on  Dyess  AFB  include 
the  common  snapping  turtle,  diamondback  water  snake,  western  diamondback  rattlesnake,  bull 
snake,  Kansas  glossy  snake,  and  Texas  rat  snake  (Dyess  2006). 


4.9.5  Aquatic  Wildlife 


Dyess  AFB  manages  three  fisheries  on  Base.  The  hospital  pond 
was  stocked  in  Spring  2004  with  triploid  grass  carp,  bluegill, 
redear  sunfish,  hybrid  native/Florida  bass,  and  channel  catfish. 
Fathead  minnows  and  golden  shiners  were  stocked  as  forage 
(Dyess  2006).  The  golf  course  effluent  pond  has  historically 
supported  shad,  green  sunfish,  bullhead  catfish,  bluegill,  and 
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glass  minnows.  In  Spring  2004,  this  pond  was  stocked 
with  bluegill,  redear  sunfish,  hybrid  native/Florida  bass, 
and  triploid  grass  carp.  This  pond  is  closed  to  daily 
fishing.  Fishing  access  is  limited  to  tournament  fishing 
only.  Lake  Totten  historieally  eontained  orange-spotted 
sunfish,  green  sunfish,  and  bullhead  catfish.  In  2004,  the 
lake  was  stocked  with  blue  catfish,  channel  catfish,  and 
redear  sunfish.  There  are  no  known  T&E  aquatic  species 
on  Dyess  AFB  (Dyess  2006). 

There  are  no  fish  in  Little  Elm  Creek  or  either  of  the  drainage  ditehes  located  on  Dyess  AEB. 
However,  Little  Elm  Creek  drains  into  Big  Elm  Creek,  which  then  drains  into  Lake  Eort 
Phantom  Hill.  This  lake  provides  habitat  for  many  aquatic  species  and  is  used  for  recreation 
(fishing)  by  residents  of  the  area. 

4.10  CULTURAL  RESOURCES 

The  primary  objeetive  of  the  Dyess  AFB  eultural  resources  program  is  to  protect  and  manage 
cultural  resources.  A  full  description  of  the  Dyess  AFB  cultural  resources  management  program 
is  ineluded  in  the  Integrated  Cultural  Resources  Management  Plan  (ICRMP)  (Dyess  2004b).  The 
ICRMP  outlines  the  inventory  and  management  of  cultural  and  historical  resources  at  Dyess  Air 
AFB,  in  accordance  with  AFI  32-7065.  Areheological  surveys  have  determined  there  are  no 
known  or  suspected  archaeological  resource  sites  at  Dyess  AFB.  Previous  historical  resources 
surveys  found  no  sites  at  Dyess  AFB  that  would  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP  (Dyess  2004b). 
Additional  archaeologieal  surveys  are  ongoing,  and  are  antieipated  to  be  completed  by  December 
2011.  If  any  arehaeological  sites  that  may  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP  are  identified,  the  AF  will 
coordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine  management  strategies  to  inelude  in  the  ICRMP.  Projects 
evaluated  in  this  EA  will  defer  to  approved  management  strategies  in  future  ICRMP  revisions. 
However,  an  updated  supplement  to  the  Dyess  ICRMP,  eontaining  new  information  from  a  Cold- 
War  Era  (CWE)  survey,  is  pending. 

Seven  Dyess  AFB  facilities  (4314,  5020,  7007,  8129,  8130,  8131,  and  9139)  were  recommended 
as  potentially  eligible  for  the  NRHP  from  the  March  2006  CWE  survey.  A  map  of  the  Dyess 
AEB  potential  NHPA  faeilities  is  shown  in  Figure  4-5  at  the  end  of  the  seetion.  In  a  letter  dated 
15  March  2010,  the  Texas  SHPO  concurred  with  the  determination  of  the  seven  structures  as 
eligible  for  listing  on  the  NRHP.  The  Texas  SHPO  also  coneurred  with  the  determination  of  the 
structures  which  were  eonsidered  not-eligible  with  the  exeeption  of  structures  4312  (hangar), 
4315  (hangar),  4316  (hangar),  4317  (hangar),  and  5018  (hangar).  The  letter  reeommended  these 
additional  five  structures  be  considered  as  a  small  historic  district  rather  than  as  individual 
structures  and  requested  additional  consultation  with  Dyess  APB.  The  location  of  these 
struetures  is  shown  on  Figure  4-5.  Dyess  AFB  will  manage  the  four  4300  hangars  as  eligible 
properties.  Hangar  5018  has  already  been  demolished  (Personal  eommunication,  Walton  2010). 
Table  4-3  lists  the  eligible  structures  on  Dyess  AFB. 

Section  106  of  the  NHPA  requires  consideration  of  Federal  undertakings  that  could  affect 
historical  properties.  For  the  purposes  of  this  EA,  it  is  assumed  that  all  seven  facilities  plus  the 
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district  are  eligible  for  the  NRHP.  Dyess  AFB  must  eonsult  with  the  SHPO  to  identify,  evaluate, 
and  mitigate  any  adverse  effects  on  the  historic  properties  (AF  2004).  SHPO  was  afforded  the 
opportunity  to  review  the  EA,  and  provided  concurrence  with  the  reports  findings, 
determinations,  and  obligations  in  a  letter  dated  24  August  2010. 

Dyess  AFB  is  responsible  for  identifying  and  evaluating  any  historic  properties  that  may  be 
present  within  a  project  area  and  what  effeet,  if  any,  the  proposed  projeet  would  have  on  the 
identified  historic  properties.  In  general,  an  impact  would  be  considered  significant  to 
archaeological  and/or  historic  resources  if  project  activities  result  in; 

•  Destruction  or  alteration  of  all  or  a  contributing  part  of  any  NRHP  eligible  archaeological 
or  historic  site  without  mitigation  of  the  adverse  effect  through  prior  consultation  with  the 
SHPO 

•  Isolation  of  an  eligible  cultural  resource  from  its  surrounding  environment 

•  Introduction  of  visual,  audible,  or  atmospheric  elements  that  are  out  of  eharaeter  with  a 
NRHP  eligible  site  or  would  alter  its  setting 

•  Neglect  and  subsequent  deterioration  of  a  NRHP  eligible  site 

If  Dyess  AFB  determines  that  its  undertaking  would  result  in  an  adverse  effect,  consultation  with 
the  SHPO  would  be  required. 

4.1 1  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  AND  WASTES 

Dyess  AFB  is  a  large  quantity  generator  of  hazardous  waste  (i.e.,  generates  over  2,200  pounds  of 
hazardous  waste  or  2.2  pounds  of  acutely  hazardous  waste  per  year).  There  are  no  significant 
hazardous  waste  compliance  issues  on  the  installation  (Dyess  2009). 

Hazardous  materials  management  and  planning  at  Dyess  AFB  are  discussed  at  length  in  the 
Integrated  Material  Management  Plan  (IMMP)  (Dyess  2005b).  All  waste  generated  is  managed 
in  accordance  with  applicable  Federal,  state,  local,  DoD,  and  AF  laws,  regulations  and  policies. 
The  Dyess  AFB  IWMP  (Dyess  2005d)  implements  the  EPA’s  philosophy  of  eradle-to-grave 
management  that  regulates  the  management  of  waste  from  the  point  of  generation  to  the  point  of 
ultimate  disposal  (Dyess  2009).  Information  on  these  waste  management  facilities  and  the 
hazardous  materials  and  waste  programs  are  detailed  in  the  IWMP  (Dyess  2005d)  and  the  IMMP 
(Dyess  2005b). 

The  most  abundant  types  of  hazardous  wastes  at  Dyess  APB  are  jet  wash  wastes,  sealants  and 
adhesives,  epoxy  resins,  paints  and  paint-related  solids  and  filters,  and  eontaminated  fuel 
generated  at  the  Base  service  station,  aircraft  hangar  and  fiightline,  and  vehicle  motor  shops. 
After  generation,  hazardous  wastes  are  sent  to  one  of  nearly  100  lAPs.  An  lAP  is  an  area  at  or 
near  the  point  of  generation  where  waste  is  aceumulated  for  the  organization  generating  the 
waste.  After  the  hazardous  waste  drums  are  full,  they  are  sent  within  72  hours  to  one  of  two 
active  Accumulation  Sites  (ASs)  for  less  than  90-day  storage.  An  AS  provides  an  all-weather 
accumulation  area  not  subject  to  stormwater  events,  with  an  impermeable  base  or  containment 
system  capable  of  preventing  environmental  eontamination  due  to  eontainer  overfilling,  spills. 
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leakage  or  other  improper  releases.  Prior  to  expiration  of  the  90-day  aecumulation  period,  all 
wastes  are  sent  for  off-site  disposal.  Hazardous  materials  and  wastes  at  Dyess  AFB  are  managed 
by  an  off-site  contractor,  Topflite  Environmental  Services  (Dyess  2009). 

ACM  and  lead-based  paint  (EBP)  are  found  in  several  buildings  at  Dyess  APB.  The 
Environmental  Plight  and  Bioenvironmental  Engineering  are  responsible  for  managing  these 
programs.  ACM  and  EBP  are  periodically  re-surveyed  to  determine  if  any  treatment  or 
abatement  measures  would  be  required. 

4.12  ENVIRONMENTAL  RESTORATION  PROGRAM 

The  AP  Environmental  Restoration  Program  (ERP)  policy  was  implemented  on  21  January  1982 
under  the  title  “Installation  Restoration  Program.”  The  records  search  (Preliminary  Assessment) 
report  was  completed  in  July  1985.  The  Remedial  Investigation  (RI)  was  initiated  in  1987;  the 
RI  final  report  was  approved  in  1996.  Based  on  the  Management  Action  Plan  (Dyess  2004a),  the 
Base  received  a  signed  Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  Part  A/Part  B  permit  and 
Compliance  Plan  in  April  2003.  A  total  of  43  sites  were  investigated  under  the  ERP.  Of  the  43 
sites,  22  were  closed  under  Risk  Reduction  Standard  (RRS)  3  -  Closure/Remediation  with 
Controls  for  soil,  groundwater,  or  both.  Land  use  at  these  22  sites  is  restricted  to  industrial  use. 
Thirteen  sites  were  closed  under  RRS  2  based  on  comparison  to  health-based  criteria.  Land  use 
at  these  sites  is  unrestricted.  Figure  4-6  (located  at  the  end  of  the  section)  shows  the  location  of 
these  35  sites  and  their  closure  standard.  Six  sites  had  no  detections  above  background  levels 
and  were  closed  under  RRS  1 .  Two  sites  required  no  investigation  beyond  initial  evaluation  and 
therefore,  they  have  no  closure  standard  requirements.  Land  use  at  these  8  sites  is  unrestricted. 

Of  the  22  sites  closed  under  RRS  3,  14  have  alternate  concentration  limits  in  place  for 
groundwater  protection.  Four  of  the  22  sites  were  capped  as  part  of  an  interim  action.  These 
sites  are; 

•  FT-03  Fire  Protection  Training  Area  No.  2 

•  OT-08  Railroad  Tank  Car 

•  WP-09  Sludge  Disposal  Area  No.  3 

•  ST-10  Building  8018  Underground  Storage  Tank  (UST) 

FT-03,  OT-08,  and  WP-09  have  soil  caps  vegetation  with  grass.  Additionally,  FT-03  and  OT-08 
are  fenced.  In  accordance  with  the  site  closure  plans,  Dyess  AFB  maintains  the  caps  at  the  four 
sites  to  assure  the  caps  provide  the  required  protection. 

4.13  CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS 

Cumulative  impact  is  defined  as  “the  impact  on  the  environment  which  results  from  the 
incremental  impact  of  the  action  when  added  to  other  past,  present,  and  reasonable  foreseeable 
future  actions.”  The  evaluation  of  cumulative  effects  is  required  as  per  40  CFR  1508.7. 
Cumulative  effects  are  not  wholly  different  effects  from  direct  or  indirect  effects  of  an  action. 
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Cumulative  effects  are  merely  a  way  of  placing  seemingly  isolated  or  insignificant  direct  and 
indirect  effects  in  context  with  respect  to  overall  impacts,  both  over  time  and  in  an  area  larger 
than  that  evaluated  for  direct  and  indirect  effects.  Cumulative  effects  are  discussed  as  being 
additive,  synergistic,  or  reductional. 
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TABLE  4-1 

DECIBEL  SCALE  OF  COMMON  SOUNDS 
CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 

DYESS  AFB 


Noise  Source 

Noise  Level  (dBA) 

Noise  Effect 

Jet  Takeoff  (75  feet) 

150 

Eardrum  rupture 

Aircraft  Canier  Deck 

140 

Earphones  at  high  level 

Jet  Takeoff  (300  feet) 

130 

Thuderclap,  Live  Rock  Music 

120 

Human  pain  threshold 

Chain  saw,  steel  mill,  riveting,  auto  horn  at  3  feet 

no 

Jet  takeoff  (1,000  feet),  outboard  motor,  power  lawn 
mower,  motorcycle,  farm  tractor,  jackhammer,  garbage 
truck 

100 

Serious  hearing  damage 
(8  hour  exposure) 

Busy  urban  streeet,  diesel  truck,  food  blender 

90 

Hearing  damage  (8  hour  exposure) 

Garbage  disposal,  dishwasher,  average  factory,  freight 
train  (45  feet) 

80 

Possible  hearing  damage 

Freeway  traffic  at  45  feet,  vacuum  cleaner 

70 

Annoying 

Conversation  in  restaurant,  office,  background  music 

60 

Quiet  suburb,  conversation  at  home 

50 

Quiet 

Library 

40 

Quiet  rural  area 

30 

Whispering,  rustling  leaves 

20 

Very  Quiet 

Breathing 

10 

Just  audible 

0 

Threshold  of  hearing 

Notes: 

Source:  Dangerous  Decibels  2010 
AFB  =  Air  Force  Base 
dBA  =  A-weighted  decibel 
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TABLE  4-2 

FEDERAL  AND  STATE  LISTED  THREATENED  AND  ENDANGERED  SPECIES  FOR 

TAYLOR  COUNTY,  TEXAS 

CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 

DYESS  AFB 


Common  Name 

Scientific  Name 

Federal  Status 

State  Status 

Black-capped  vireo 

Vireo  atricapillus 

Endangered 

Endangered 

Bald  eagle 

Haliaeetus 

Delisted 

Threatened 

Texas  homed  lizard 

Phrynosoma 

NL 

Threatened 

American  Peregrine  Falcon 

Falco  peregrinus 

NL 

Threatened 

Gray  wolf 

Canis  lupus 

Endangered* 

Endangered 

Red  wolf 

Canis  rufus 

Endangered* 

Endangered 

Whooping  crane 

Grus  americana 

Endangered* 

Endangered 

Notes: 

Source:  USFWS  2009;  TPWD  2009. 

*According  to  USFWS,  species  does  not  have  the  potential  to  occur  in  Taylor  County,  Texas. 
AFB  =  Air  Force  Base 
NL  =  Not  Listed 
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TABLE  4-3 

ELIGIBLE  NHPA  FACILITIES 

CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 

DYESS  AFB 


Building  Inception 

Number  Original  Building  Use  Current  Use  Date  Notes  Integrity 

4314 

Field  Maintenance 
Hangar 

Medium  Aircraft  Maintenance 
Hangar 

1954 

Criterion  C  -  Excellent  example  of  the  DC 
hangar  in  its  classic  paired  configuration  for 
the  B-47. 

Intact  -Interior  shop  upgraded  for 
Nike  Hercules  in  1961. 

5020 

Field  Maintenance 
Hangar 

Large  Aircraft  Maintenance 
Dock 

1954 

Criterion  C  -  Excellent  example  of  the  DC 
hangar  in  its  classic  paired  configuration  for 
the  B-47. 

Intact 

7007 

Missile  Assembly  Shop 

Disaster  Preparedness 

1960 

Criteria  A  and  C  -  Rare  example  of  a  new- 
construction  MAB  for  Atlas;  specialized 
design. 

Modified  (minor)  -  One  vehicle  bay 
door  has  been  infilled  and  two 
personnel  doors  added. 

8129 

Security  Guard  House 

General  Purpose  Aircraft  Shop 

1955 

Criterion  A  -  Rare  example  of  a  cluster  of 
Nike  missile  support  buildings  on  an  Air 
Force  base. 

Intact  -  Ancillary  to  Buildings  8130 
and  8132. 

8130 

Nike  Missile  Service 
Shop 

General  Purpose  Aircraft  Shop, 
Weapon  System  Maintenance 
Management 

1960 

Criterion  A  -  Rare  example  of  a  cluster  of 
Nike  missile  support  buildings  on  an  Air 
Force  base. 

Intact 

8131 

Vehicle  Maintenance 
Shop 

General  Purpose  Aircraft  Shop 

1960 

Criterion  A  -  Rare  example  of  a  cluster  of 
Nike  missile  support  buildings  on  an  Air 
Force  base. 

Modified  -  Windows  replaced  in 
kind;  minor  infill. 

9139 

Storage  Igloo  (A 
Structure) 

Storage  Igloo 

1955 

Criteria  A  and  C  -  Excellent  example  of  an 
A  Structure  within  a  SAC  Special  Storage 
compound. 

Intact  -  Interior  features,  including 
vault  door,  especially  notable. 

4312,4315, 

4316,4317 

Hangars 

Hangars 

Eligible  based  on  their  mission  and 
concentration  at  Dyess  AFB.  The  THC  feels 
that  these  hangars  may  constitute  a  small 
historic  district  and  encourages  you  to 
consider  their  eligibility  as  contributing 
elements  of  a  district  rather  than  only  as 
individually  eligible  structures  and  request 
further  consultation. 

Notes: 

AFB  =  Air  Force  Base 
MAB  =  Missile  Assembly  Building 
SAC  =  Strategic  Air  Command 
THC  =  Texas  Historical  Commission 
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This  chapter  discusses  the  potential  for  significant  impacts  to  the  environmental  resources 
described  in  Section  4  as  a  result  of  implementing  the  project  alternatives  described  in  Section  3. 
All  referenced  figures  can  be  found  at  the  end  of  their  respective  section  (i.e.,  Figure  1-1  is 
located  at  the  end  of  Section  1). 

5.1  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE 

5.1.1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  climate  or  meteorology. 

5.1.2  Topography 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  topography. 

5.1.3  Geology  and  Soils 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  geology  or  soils. 

5.1.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

Although  the  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  include  any  construction  or  demolition,  Base 
facilities  would  continue  to  receive  routine  maintenance  and  required  repairs.  Therefore,  the  No 
Action  Alternative  would  not  pose  a  risk  to  public  health  or  safety. 

5.1.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  socioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.1.6  Noise 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  change  noise  levels  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.1.7  Air  Quality 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  the  air  quality  at  Dyess  AFB  or  surrounding 
communities. 

5.1.8  Water  Resources 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  have  an  impact  on  surface  water  or  groundwater.  All 
equipment  stored  outside  the  building  would  be  subject  to  the  procedures  outlined  in  the  current 
Dyess  SWPPP.  No  additional  activities  would  be  performed  that  would  impact  the  function  of 
the  floodplain. 


Dyess  AFB 


Q:\1617\0506\CIP  EA\Rev2\CIP  EA_FNL.doc\7-Sep-10  /OMA  5-1 


SECTIONFIVE 


Environmental  Conseonences 


5.1.9  Biological  Resources 
Wetlands 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  any  wetlands  at  Dyess  AFB. 

Vegetation 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  any  vegetation  at  Dyess  AFB. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  any  federal  or  state  listed  T&E  species  at  Dyess 
AFB. 

Terrestrial  Wildlife 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  wildlife  at  Dyess  AFB. 

Aquatic  Wildlife 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  aquatic  species  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.1.10  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Action  Alternative,  no  construction,  replacement,  renovation,  modification,  or 
retrofitting  activities  would  be  performed.  Therefore,  no  impacts  or  effects  to  archaeological  or 
historic  resources  are  anticipated  and  no  coordination  or  mitigation  is  warranted. 

5.1.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  any  hazardous  materials.  If  the  building  contained 
ACM  and/or  LBP,  these  materials  would  continue  to  be  monitored  and  abatement  activities 
would  be  required  if  the  ACM  or  LBP  became  damaged. 

5.1.12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  impact  the  ERP. 

5.1.13  Cumulative  Impacts 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  produce  any  cumulative  impacts  greater  in  scope  or 
magnitude  than  those  described  for  each  individual  environmental  resource. 
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5.2  DEMOLITION  PROJECTS 

5.2.1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

Demolition  of  structures  would  not  impact  climate  or  meteorology. 

5.2.2  Topography 

Following  the  removal  of  the  structure,  the  area  would  be  graded  to  match  existing  contours. 
This  would  not  have  a  significant  impact  on  the  topography  of  the  immediate  area. 

5.2.3  Geology  and  Soils 

Demolition  of  structures  would  not  impact  geology.  A  temporary  impact  to  local  soils  would  be 
experienced  during  demolition.  All  impacts  resulting  from  operating  heavy  machinery  and 
removing  demolition  debris  would  be  localized  and  temporary.  BMPs  (e.g.,  watering  down  the 
work  area)  would  be  utilized  during  demolition  activities  if  dust  and  wind  erosion  were  to 
become  a  problem.  After  the  structures  are  removed,  the  area  would  be  graded  to  existing 
contours  and  revegetated.  There  would  not  be  any  long-term  impacts  to  soil. 

5.2.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

All  work  sites  would  be  surrounded  by  construction  fence  to  limit  access  to  authorized 
personnel.  In  addition,  Dyess  AFB  is  a  restricted  access  facility  and  this  action  would  not  impact 
emergency  services.  Therefore,  no  adverse  impacts  on  public  health  or  safety  would  be  expected 
with  any  demolition  activities. 

5.2.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  socioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  This  alternative 
may  result  in  minor  beneficial  economic  impacts  to  the  area  by  providing  employment 
opportunities  to  local  contractors. 

5.2.6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
demolition  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB  is 
an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
localized  increase  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact  to  the  base 
community.  Demolition  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.2.7  Air  Quality 

Short-term,  localized  impacts  to  air  quality  may  result  from  demolition  activities.  Impacts  would 
likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use,  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance,  and  use  of  materials 
containing  volatile  organic  compounds  (VOCs).  Fossil  fuel  emissions  would  produce  carbon 
monoxide,  carbon  dioxide,  nitrogen  oxides,  sulfur  dioxide,  and  other  hazardous  pollutants. 
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BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any  particulate  emissions.  All  impacts  would  be  temporary 
and  minor  and  would  not  impact  the  overall  air  quality  of  Dyess  AFB  or  the  surrounding  area. 

5.2.8  Water  Resources 

Demolition  of  structures  would  not  impact  surface  water  hydrology  or  groundwater  resources. 
There  is  the  potential  that  surface  water  quality  would  be  impacted  from  the  operation  and 
storage  of  heavy  machinery  or  disturbance  of  soils.  BMPs,  including  silt  fences  and  hay  bales, 
would  be  employed  to  minimize  any  potential  erosion.  Following  completion  of  the  demolition 
activities,  the  area  would  be  landscaped  and  revegetated  to  reduce  long-term  impacts  associated 
with  soil  erosion.  Therefore,  this  alternative  would  have  only  short-term,  minor  impacts  on 
water  resources  at  Dyess  AFB. 

This  alternative  would  not  cause  adverse  impacts  to  the  floodplain  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.2.9  Biological  Resources 
Wetlands 

No  demolition  materials  would  be  stored  or  disposed  of  in  wetlands.  Therefore,  these  projects 
would  not  impact  any  wetlands  at  Dyess  AFB. 

Vegetation 

Following  the  demolition  of  structures,  the  area  would  be  landscaped  and  revegetated  according 
to  the  current  fNRMP.  This  would  have  a  positive  impact  on  vegetation. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

Demolition  of  structures  would  not  impact  any  federal  or  state  listed  T&E  species.  All  activities 
would  be  conducted  in  accordance  with  the  management  goals  and  objectives  outlined  in  the 
current  fNRMP. 

Terrestrial  Wildlife 

These  project  types  would  not  impact  wildlife  at  Dyess  AFB. 

Aquatic  Wildlife 

With  the  implementation  of  BMPs,  demolition  of  structures  would  not  impact  aquatic  species  at 
Dyess  AFB. 

5.2.10  Cultural  Resources 

There  are  no  known  archaeological  resources  sites  present  on  Dyess  AFB;  therefore,  this 
alternative  would  not  impact  archaeological  resources  on  the  Base. 
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The  demolition  of  a  NRHP  eligible  or  potentially  eligible  faeility  would  be  considered  an 
adverse  affect  per  36  CFR  800.5(a)(2)(i).  Therefore,  if  a  NRHP  eligible  or  potentially  eligible 
facility  is  to  be  demolished,  the  AF  would  make  a  determination  of  “Adverse  Affect  on  Historic 
Properties”  and  consult  with  the  SHPO  to  identify  the  procedures  for  the  proper  recording  of  the 
structure  before  demolition  occurs.  This  situation  would  require  a  SEA  be  prepared  for  the 
project. 

The  demolition  of  non-eligible  structures  would  have  no  direct  or  indirect  impacts  on  historic 
properties  on  Dyess  AFB.  Therefore,  the  AF  has  made  the  determination  of  “No  Historic 
Properties  Affected”  as  per  36  CFR  800.4(d). 

The  Draft  CIP  EA  was  provided  to  the  SHPO  for  review  and  concurrence.  In  their  response 
letter,  dated  24  August  2010,  SHPO  requested  that  although  structures  associated  with  B-1 
Bomber  operations  are  not  currently  eligible  for  listing  on  the  NRHP,  these  structures  be  given 
special  awareness  for  potential  future  projects.  If  B-I  Bomber  structures  were  proposed  for 
demolition,  the  Dyess  Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  evaluate  the  project  and  determine  if 
additional  coordination  with  SHPO  is  required. 

In  the  event  that  cultural  resources  are  encountered  during  demolition  activities,  work  would  be 
stopped  and  the  Dyess  APB  Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  be  notified.  Work  would  not 
resume  until  appropriate  coordination  has  been  completed. 

5.2.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

All  hazardous  materials  and  lAPs  would  be  removed  from  the  facility  prior  to  initiation  of 
demolition  activities.  All  useable  hazardous  materials  would  be  collected  by  TopPlite,  and 
hazardous  wastes  would  be  taken  to  the  90-day  facility  before  final  disposal. 

Prior  to  demolition,  a  review  and  survey  of  the  building  would  be  performed  to  determine  the 
extent  of  ACM.  All  ACM  would  be  abated  prior  to  demolition  in  accordance  with  the  current 
Integrated  Toxic  Substances  Control  Act  Plan  (Dyess  2004c).  If  EBP  is  present,  procedures 
would  be  implemented  to  reduce  worker  exposure  to  lead  and  all  construction  debris  would  be 
disposed  of  according  to  local,  state  and  federal  regulations. 

5.2.12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

All  ERP  sites  at  Dyess  APB  have  been  closed.  Figure  4-6  shows  the  location  of  and  closure 
standard  of  the  35  ERP  sites  closed  under  a  RRS.  If  any  structures  proposed  for  demolition  are 
located  on  a  former  ERP  site,  precautions  would  be  taken  to  minimize  potential  health  effects  to 
workers  and  all  removed  material  would  be  evaluated  to  determine  the  proper  disposal  according 
to  local,  state,  and  federal  regulations.  Mitigation  measures  would  be  utilized  to  ensure 
migration  of  contaminants  would  not  occur. 

Of  the  four  capped  sites,  only  ST-10  Building  8018  UST  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  structures 
in  the  immediate  vicinity.  If  any  structures  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  former  UST  are  to  be 
demolished,  coordination  with  the  ERP  Manager  would  be  required  to  assure  that  demolition 
activities  would  not  have  any  impact  on  the  cap,  or  if  the  cap  is  part  of  the  demolition  activity. 
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that  post-project  the  cap  would  be  replaced  in  accordance  with  the  closure  plan.  Any  direct 
impacts  to  the  cap  would  need  to  be  handled  according  to  the  cap  care  outlined  in  the  Closure 
Plan  for  that  site.  With  the  implementation  of  these  protection  measures,  the  demolition  of 
structures  would  not  impact  the  ERP. 

5.2.13  Cumulative  Impacts 

The  AF  has  set  a  goal  of  20  percent  reduction  in  buildings  by  2020.  Therefore,  the  potential 
exists  for  multiple  building  to  be  demolished  at  Dyess  AFB.  However,  the  demolition  of  each 
structure  is  unlikely  to  result  in  any  impacts  greater  in  scope  or  magnitude  than  those  described 
for  each  individual  environmental  resource.  Therefore,  the  demolition  of  structures  at  Dyess 
AFB  would  not  result  in  any  significant  cumulative  impacts  on  environmental  resources. 

5.3  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECTS 

5.3.1  Driveways  and  Parking  Areas 

5.3. 1. 1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

Construction  of  a  driveway  or  parking  area  would  not  impact  climate  or  meteorology. 

5.3.1. 2  Topography 

Dyess  AFB  is  relatively  fiat  with  0  to  3  percent  slopes.  If  grading  would  be  performed  as  part  of 
this  action,  it  would  not  result  in  a  significant  impact  to  topography. 

5.3. 1.3  Geology  and  Soils 

Construction  of  parking  areas  and  driveways  would  not  impact  geology.  A  temporary  impact  to 
local  soils  would  be  experienced  during  construction  and  site  grading.  All  impacts  would  be 
localized  and  temporary.  BMPs  (e.g.,  watering  down  the  work  area)  would  be  utilized  during 
construction  activities  if  dust  and  wind  erosion  were  to  become  a  problem.  BMPs  (e.g.,  hay 
bales,  silt  fences,  etc.)  would  also  be  implemented  to  reduce  the  potential  for  soil  erosion  during 
storm  events.  As  part  of  these  project,  all  disturbed  soils  would  be  covered  (i.e.,  asphalt, 
concrete,  gravel)  or  revegetated.  Therefore,  there  would  not  be  any  long-term  impacts  to  soil. 

5.3. 1.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

All  work  sites  would  be  surrounded  by  construction  fence  to  limit  access  to  authorized 
personnel.  In  addition,  Dyess  AFB  is  a  restricted  access  facility  and  this  action  would  not  impact 
emergency  services.  Therefore,  no  adverse  impacts  on  public  health  or  safety  would  be  expected 
with  any  construction  activities. 
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5.3. 1.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  soeioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justiee  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  A  small,  benefieial 
eeonomic  impaet  to  the  Abilene  area  may  result  due  to  the  purehase  of  goods  and  serviees 
assoeiated  with  this  alternative. 

5.3.1. 6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
construction  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB 
is  an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
localized  increase  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact  to  the  Base 
community.  Construction  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.3.1. 7  AirQuaiity 

Short-term,  localized  impacts  to  air  quality  may  result  from  construction  activities.  Impacts 
would  likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use,  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance,  and  use  of 
materials  containing  VOCs.  Fossil  fuel  emissions  would  produce  carbon  monoxide,  nitrogen 
oxides,  sulfur  dioxide,  and  hazardous  pollutants.  BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any 
particulate  emissions.  All  impacts  would  be  localized  and  temporary  and  would  not  result  in  a 
change  to  the  overall  air  quality  of  Dyess  AFB  or  the  surrounding  area. 

5.3. 1.8  Water  Resources 

Construction  of  a  parking  area  or  driveway  would  not  impact  surface  water  hydrology  or 
groundwater  resources.  There  is  the  potential  that  surface  water  quality  would  be  impacted  from 
the  operation  and  storage  of  heavy  machinery  or  disturbance  of  soils.  BMPs,  including  silt 
fences  and  hay  bales,  would  be  employed  to  minimize  the  downstream  migration  of  pollutants. 
All  potential  impacts  would  be  minor  and  would  not  extend  past  the  construction  period. 

The  Civil  Engineering  Squadron  (CES)  does  not  approve  projects  located  in  floodplains  unless 
no  other  viable  alternatives  were  available.  Construction  of  parking  areas  would  not  be  approved 
in  a  designed  floodplain  area,  and  would  therefore  not  impact  floodplain  management  at  Dyess 
AEB. 

5.3.1. 9  Bioiogicai  Resources 
Wetiands 

The  construction  of  parking  areas  and  driveways  would  only  occur  in  the  developed  portions  of 
the  Base,  as  shown  on  Figure  3-1.  No  parking  areas  or  driveways  would  be  constructed  in 
wetlands,  as  shown  in  Figure  4-4.  Therefore,  there  would  be  no  impact  on  wetlands. 


Dyess  AFB 


Q:\1617\0506\CIPEA\Rev2\CIPEA_FNL.doc\7-Sep-10  /OMA  5-7 


SICTIOHFIVE 


Environmental  Consequences 


Vegetation 

Construction  of  a  parking  area  or  driveway  in  the  developed  areas,  as  designated  on  Figure  3-1, 
would  result  in  a  potential  loss  of  landscaped  or  maintained  vegetation.  This  vegetation  loss 
would  not  be  considered  a  signifieant  impaet  when  compared  to  the  amount  of  vegetation  in  the 
area. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

The  construetion  of  parking  areas  and  driveways  would  oecur  only  in  the  developed  areas. 
These  areas  do  not  support  the  habitat  used  by  the  Texas  homed  lizard.  No  other  federal  or  state 
listed  T&E  species  occur  on  Base.  All  aetivities  would  be  eondueted  in  accordance  with  the 
management  goals  and  objectives  outlined  in  the  eurrent  INRMP.  Therefore,  the  eonstmction  of 
driveways  and  parking  areas  would  have  no  impaet  on  T&E  speeies. 

If  any  T&E  speeies  are  encountered  during  eonstmetion,  all  aetivities  would  be  halted  and  the 
Natural  Resources  Manager  contaeted.  Constmetion  would  not  resume  without  eoneurrence 
from  the  Natural  Resourees  Manager. 

Terrestriai  Wiidiife 

These  aetions  may  temporarily  impaet  wildlife  in  the  projeet  area  during  eonstmction,  such  as 
displacement  or  mortality  of  individuals.  The  loss  of  a  small  number  of  individuals  would  not 
have  a  signifieant  impaet  on  the  wildlife  population  and  would  not  result  in  a  long-term  impaet 
on  the  biological  community.  Long-term  impacts  related  to  habitat  loss  would  result;  however, 
this  would  not  be  a  signifieant  impact  due  to  the  amount  of  available  habitat  in  the  area. 

Aquatic  Wiidiife 

With  the  implementation  of  BMPs,  eonstmction  of  parking  areas  and  driveways  would  not 
impaet  aquatic  species  at  Dyess  APB. 

5. 3.1.10  Cuiturai  Resources 

There  are  no  known  archaeological  resources  sites  present  on  Dyess  APB;  therefore,  the 
constmetion  of  driveways  and  parking  areas  would  have  no  impact  on  these  resourees. 

Driveways  and  parking  areas  are  located  at  ground  level  and  would  not  affect  the  viewshed 
assoeiated  with  any  building.  Nor  would  these  types  of  project  impact  the  stmeture  or  eharaeter 
of  the  buildings  they  would  be  assoeiated  with.  Therefore,  the  AP  has  made  the  determination  of 
“No  Historic  Properties  Affected”  as  per  36  CPR  800(d)(1). 

The  Draft  CIP  EA  was  provided  to  the  SHPO  for  review  and  eoneurrenee.  In  their  response 
letter,  dated  24  August  2010  (Appendix  E),  SHPO  indicated  that  only  a  portion  of  Dyess  APB 
has  been  surveyed  for  arehaeologieal  resourees  and  requested  that  individual  constmetion 
projeets  be  reviewed  for  arehaeologieal  resourees.  Additional  arehaeologieal  surveys  are 
ongoing,  and  are  antieipated  to  be  eompleted  by  December  2011.  If  any  archaeological  sites  that 
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may  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP  are  identified,  the  AF  will  coordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine 
management  strategies  to  include  in  the  ICRMP.  Projects  evaluated  in  this  EA  will  defer  to 
approved  management  strategies  in  future  ICRMP  revisions  in  order  to  minimize  or  mitigate 
potential  adverse  impacts.  Construction  projects  located  in  areas  that  have  not  been  surveyed  for 
archaeological  resources  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager,  who 
would  consult  with  SHPO,  as  appropriate. 

In  the  event  that  cultural  resources  are  encountered  during  construction  activities,  work  would  be 
stopped  and  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  be  notified.  Work  would  not 
resume  until  appropriate  coordination  has  been  completed. 

5.3.1.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

If  a  spill  of  hazardous  or  toxic  substances  should  occur  during  the  construction  period,  the 
construction  contractor  would  notify  the  Environmental  Flight  immediately  for  direction  on 
corrective  measures  and  reporting  requirements.  Any  spills  resulting  in  hazardous  or  petroleum 
wastes  would  be  disposed  of  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 

5.3. 1. 12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

The  construction  of  driveways  and  parking  areas  would  have  no  impact  on  the  ERP  at  Dyess 
AFB.  There  are  no  active  ERP  sites  located  at  Dyess  AFB.  All  ERP  sites  have  been  closed  to  a 
standard  allowing  industrial  land  use  or  better  (Figure  4-6);  therefore,  all  closed  ERP  sites  would 
be  suitable  for  use  as  a  driveway  or  parking  area  and  these  types  of  actions  would  not  have  an 
impact  to  the  ERP  based  on  land  use  restrictions.  Soil  at  former  the  ERP  sites  would  not  be 
suitable  as  off-site  fill.  Therefore,  all  projects  at  former  ERP  sites  would  require  coordination 
with  the  ERP  Manager  to  assure  the  proper  disposal  of  removed  soils  according  to  federal,  state, 
and  local  regulations. 

Of  the  four  capped  sites,  only  WP-09  and  ST- 10  are  located  in  the  developed  portion  of  the  Base. 
Therefore,  any  driveway  or  parking  area  project  involving  the  footprint  of  these  sites  would 
require  coordination  with  the  Dyess  ERP  Manager  to  assure  that  the  driveway  or  parking  area 
constructed  over  these  sites  would  provide  the  required  protection.  With  these  measures,  there 
would  be  no  impact  to  the  ERP. 

5.3.1.13  Cumulative  Impacts 

Construction  of  parking  areas  and  driveways  would  occur  only  as  mission  requirements  justify. 
All  activities  would  occur  in  developed  areas  of  the  Base.  Multiple  actions  occurring  at  Dyess 
AFB  would  not  produce  any  cumulative  impacts  greater  in  scope  or  magnitude  than  those 
described  for  each  individual  environmental  resource. 
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5.3.2  Minimum  Use  Access  Roads  and  Recreationai  Traiis 

5.3.2. 1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

Construction  of  minimum  use  access  roads  or  recreational  trails  would  not  impact  climate  or 
meteorology. 

5.3.2.2  Topography 

Dyess  AFB  is  relatively  flat  with  0  to  3  percent  slopes.  Site  grading  may  occur  as  a  component 
of  this  action  but  would  not  result  in  a  significant  impact  to  topography. 

5.3.2.3  Geology  and  Soils 

Construction  of  minimum  use  access  roads  or  recreational  trails  would  not  impact  geology.  A 
temporary  impact  to  local  soils  would  be  experienced  during  construction  and  site  grading.  All 
impacts  would  be  localized  and  temporary.  BMPs  (e.g.,  watering  down  the  work  area)  would  be 
utilized  during  construction  activities  if  dust  and  wind  erosion  were  to  become  a  problem.  BMPs 
(e.g.,  hay  bales,  silt  fences,  etc.)  would  also  be  implemented  to  reduce  the  potential  for  soil 
erosion  during  storm  events.  Post-project,  disturbed  areas  would  be  revegetated  according  the 
current  INRMP.  Therefore,  there  would  not  be  any  long-term  impacts  to  soil. 

5.3.2.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

All  work  sites  would  be  surrounded  by  construction  fence  to  limit  access  to  authorized 
personnel.  In  addition,  Dyess  AFB  is  a  restricted  access  facility  and  this  action  would  not  impact 
emergency  services.  Therefore,  no  adverse  impacts  on  public  health  or  safety  would  be  expected 
with  any  construction  activities. 

5.3.2.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  socioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  A  small,  beneficial 
economic  impact  to  the  Abilene  area  may  result  due  to  the  purchase  of  goods  and  services 
associated  with  this  alternative. 

5.3.2.6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
construction  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB 
is  an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
localized  increase  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact  to  the  Base 
community.  Construction  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.3.2.7  Air  Quality 

Short-term,  localized  impacts  to  air  quality  may  result  from  construction  activities.  Impacts 
would  likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use  and  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance.  Fossil 
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fuel  emissions  would  produce  carbon  monoxide,  carbon  dioxide,  nitrogen  oxides,  sulfur  dioxide, 
and  hazardous  pollutants.  BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any  particulate  emissions.  All 
impacts  would  be  localized  and  temporary  and  would  not  result  in  a  change  to  the  overall  air 
quality  of  Dyess  AFB  or  the  surrounding  area. 

5.3.2.8  Water  Resources 

Construction  of  minimum  use  access  roads  or  recreational  trails  would  not  impact  surface  water 
hydrology  or  groundwater  resources.  There  is  the  potential  that  surface  water  quality  would  be 
impacted  from  the  operation  and  storage  of  heavy  machinery  or  disturbance  of  soils.  BMPs, 
including  silt  fences  and  hay  bales,  would  be  employed  to  minimize  the  downstream  migration 
of  pollutants.  All  potential  impacts  would  be  minor  and  would  not  extend  past  the  construction 
period. 

The  CES  does  not  approve  projects  located  in  floodplains  unless  no  other  viable  alternatives 
were  available.  Construction  of  minimum  use  access  roads  or  recreational  trails  would  not  be 
approved  in  a  designed  floodplain  area,  and  would  therefore  not  impact  floodplain  management 
at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.3.2.9  Biological  Resources 
Wetlands 

The  construction  of  minimum  use  access  roads  or  recreational  trails  would  not  occur  in  wetlands, 
as  shown  in  Figure  4-4.  Fill  material  and  debris  that  may  be  accumulated  as  a  result  of  this 
alternative  would  not  be  placed  in  wetlands.  BMPs  would  be  implemented  to  minimize  soil 
erosion  and  movement  of  debris  to  wetlands.  Therefore,  this  alternative  would  not  impact 
wetlands. 

Vegetation 

Construction  of  minimum  use  access  roads  or  recreational  trails  would  result  in  a  loss  of 
vegetation  in  the  footprint  of  the  road  and/or  trail.  Minimum  access  roads  and/or  recreational 
trails  would  be  designed  to  minimize  the  impacts  on  the  vegetative  communities  on  Dyess  AFB 
by  using  such  materials  as  gravel,  mulch,  and  dirt  as  surface  coverings  to  the  extent  possible. 
These  facilities  would  also  be  designed  to  maximize  compatibility  with  any  vegetation 
community  they  pass  through  to  limit  impacts  on  the  visual  aesthetics.  Mesquite  is  managed  as 
an  invasive  plant  species  by  Dyess  AFB.  Any  vegetation  debris  and  excess  soils  from  areas  with 
mesquite  would  be  disposed  in  accordance  with  the  current  INRMP  to  minimize  the  potential  for 
the  spread  of  mesquite  to  other  areas  of  the  Base. 

Additional  disturbance  to  vegetation  may  occur  at  staging  areas  during  construction  activities. 
These  impacts  would  temporary  and  localized.  These  disturbed  areas  would  be  revegetated  as 
part  of  the  project  in  accordance  with  the  current  INRMP.  With  the  implementation  of  BMPs 
and  design  measures,  construction  of  recreational  trails  and/or  minimum  access  roads  would  not 
be  expected  to  have  an  adverse  impact  on  vegetation. 
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Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

All  activities  would  be  conducted  in  aceordanee  with  the  management  goals  and  objectives 
outlined  in  the  current  INRMP.  Prior  to  initiation  of  construction  activities  in  undisturbed  areas 
of  Dyess  AFB,  the  Natural  Resources  Manager  would  review  the  project  area  for  potential  Texas 
homed  lizard  habitat.  Field  surveys  would  be  completed  prior  to  constmction  if  deemed 
necessary  by  the  Natural  Resourees  Manager.  If  any  individuals  were  encountered,  the  Natural 
Resources  Manager  would  determine  if  relocating  the  individuals  is  feasible.  Constmction 
would  not  occur  without  approval  from  the  Natural  Resources  Manager.  With  these 
minimization  measures,  constmction  of  recreational  trails  and/or  minimum  access  roads  would 
not  be  expected  to  have  an  adverse  impact  on  the  Texas  horned  lizard.  No  other  federal  or  state 
listed  T&E  species  occur  on  Base. 

Terrestrial  Wildlife 

These  actions  may  temporarily  impact  wildlife  in  the  project  area  during  constmction,  such  as 
displacement  or  mortality  of  individuals.  The  loss  of  a  small  number  of  individuals  would  not 
have  a  signifieant  impact  on  the  wildlife  population  and  would  not  result  in  a  long-term  impact 
on  the  biological  community.  Any  projects  resulting  in  the  removal  of  trees  would  require 
coordination  with  the  Natural  Resource  Manager  to  assure  the  project  is  compliant  with  the 
INRMP  and  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act.  Long-term  impacts  related  to  habitat  loss  would 
result;  however,  this  would  not  be  a  signifieant  impact  due  to  the  amount  of  available  habitat  in 
the  area. 

Aquatic  Wildlife 

With  implementation  of  BMPs,  constmction  of  minimum  use  access  roads  and  recreational  trails 
would  not  impact  aquatic  species  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5. 3.2.10  Cultural  Resources 

There  are  no  known  arehaeological  resourees  sites  present  on  Dyess  AFB;  therefore,  these  types 
of  project  would  not  impact  any  known  archaeological  resources.  The  Draft  CIP  LA  was 
provided  to  the  SHPO  for  review  and  concurrence.  In  their  response  letter,  dated  24  August 
2010  (Appendix  E),  SHPO  indicated  that  only  a  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  has  been  surveyed  for 
arehaeological  resources  and  requested  that  individual  eonstmetion  projects  be  reviewed  for 
archaeological  resources.  Additional  archaeological  surveys  are  ongoing,  and  are  anticipated  to 
be  completed  by  December  2011.  If  any  archaeological  sites  that  may  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP 
are  identified,  the  AF  will  coordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine  management  strategies  to  include 
in  the  ICRMP.  Projects  evaluated  in  this  LA  will  defer  to  approved  management  strategies  in 
future  ICRMP  revisions  in  order  to  minimize  or  mitigate  potential  adverse  impacts.  Constmction 
projects  located  in  areas  that  have  not  been  surveyed  for  archaeological  resources  will  be 
evaluated  by  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager,  who  would  consult  with  SHPO,  as 
appropriate. 
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Minimum  access  roads  and  recreational  trails  have  a  sightline  at  ground  level  and  would  not 
affect  the  viewshed  assoeiated  with  any  building.  Nor  would  these  types  of  projeets  impact  the 
structure  or  charaeter  of  the  buildings  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  Therefore,  the  AF  has  made  a 
determination  of  “No  Flistoric  Properties  Affected”  per  36  CFR  800.4(d). 

In  the  event  that  eultural  resources  are  eneountered  during  eonstruction  aetivities,  work  would  be 
stopped  and  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  be  notified.  Work  would  not 
resume  until  appropriate  coordination  has  been  completed. 

5.3.2.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

If  a  spill  of  hazardous  or  toxic  substances  should  oecur  during  the  construction  period,  the 
eonstruetion  eontraetor  would  notify  the  Environmental  Flight  immediately  for  direetion  on 
eorreetive  measures  and  reporting  requirements.  Any  spills  resulting  in  hazardous  or  petroleum 
wastes  would  be  disposed  of  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 

5. 3.2.12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

The  construction  of  minimum  access  roads  and  reereational  trails  would  have  no  impact  on  the 
ERP  at  Dyess  AFB.  There  are  no  aetive  ERP  sites  loeated  at  Dyess  AFB.  All  ERP  sites  have 
been  closed  to  a  standard  allowing  industrial  land  use  or  better  (Figure  4-6);  therefore,  all  elosed 
ERP  sites  would  be  suitable  for  use  as  minimum  use  access  roads  and  recreational  trails.  Soil  at 
former  ERP  sites  would  not  be  suitable  as  off-site  fill.  Therefore,  all  projects  at  former  ERP  sites 
would  require  eoordination  with  the  ERP  Manager  to  assure  the  proper  disposal  of  removed  soils 
aeeording  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 

If  any  of  the  four  capped  sites  would  be  included  in  the  footprint  of  the  proposed  minimum 
access  road  or  recreational  trail,  coordination  with  the  Dyess  ERP  Manager  would  be  required  to 
assure  that  the  roadway  or  trail  constructed  over  these  sites  would  provide  the  required 
proteetion. 

5.3.2.13  Cumulative  Impacts 

The  construction  of  recreational  trails  or  minimum  use  access  roads  would  not  facilitate 
development  in  the  undeveloped  areas.  Therefore,  these  actions  would  not  produce  any 
eumulative  impaets  greater  in  seope  or  magnitude  than  those  deseribed  for  eaeh  individual 
environmental  resouree. 

5.3.3  Recreational  and  Services  Facilities 
5.3.3. 1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

Construetion  of  reereational  and  services  faeilities  would  not  impaet  elimate  or  meteorology. 
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5.3.3.2  Topography 

Construction  of  recreational  and  services  facilities  would  not  impact  topography  of  the 
immediate  area. 

5.3.3.3  Geology  and  Soils 

Construction  of  recreational  and  services  facilities  would  not  impact  geology.  A  temporary 
impact  to  local  soils  would  be  experienced  during  construction  and  site  grading.  Fill  material 
would  likely  be  required  to  ensure  the  proper  building  stabilization.  All  fill  would  be  obtained 
from  an  approved  local  source.  BMPs  (e.g.,  watering  down  the  work  area)  would  be  utilized 
during  construction  activities  if  dust  and  wind  erosion  were  to  become  a  problem.  BMPs  (e.g., 
silt  fences,  hay  bales,  etc.)  would  also  be  utilized  to  minimize  potential  soil  erosion  during  storm 
events.  Potential  long-term  impacts  would  be  limited  to  the  immediate  footprint  of  the  building. 
This  would  not  be  considered  a  significant  impact. 

5.3.3.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

All  work  sites  would  be  surrounded  by  construction  fence  to  limit  aecess  to  authorized 
personnel.  In  addition,  Dyess  AFB  is  a  restricted  access  facility  and  this  action  would  not  impact 
emergency  services.  Therefore,  no  adverse  impacts  on  public  health  or  safety  would  be  expected 
with  any  construction  activities. 

5.3.3.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  soeioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  A  small,  beneficial 
economic  impact  to  the  Abilene  area  may  result  due  to  the  purchase  of  goods  and  services 
associated  with  this  alternative. 

5.3.3. 6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
eonstruction  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB 
is  an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
localized  increase  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact  to  the  Base 
eommunity.  Construction  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.3.3. 7  Air  Quality 

Short-term,  localized  impacts  to  air  quality  may  result  from  construction  activities.  Impacts 
would  likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use,  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance,  and  use  of 
materials  containing  VOCs.  Fossil  fuel  emissions  would  produce  carbon  monoxide,  nitrogen 
oxides,  sulfur  dioxide,  and  hazardous  pollutants.  BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any 
particulate  emissions.  All  construction-related  impaets  would  be  localized  and  temporary  and 
would  not  result  in  a  change  to  the  overall  air  quality  of  Dyess  AFB  or  the  surrounding  area. 
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5.3.3.8  Water  Resources 

Construction  of  recreational  and  services  facilities  would  not  impaet  surfaee  water  hydrology  or 
groundwater  resources.  There  is  the  potential  that  surfaee  water  quality  would  be  impaeted 
during  construction  from  the  operation  and  storage  of  heavy  machinery  or  disturbance  of  soils. 
BMPs,  including  silt  fences  and  hay  bales,  would  be  employed  to  minimize  downstream 
migration  of  pollutants.  All  potential  impacts  would  be  minor  and  would  not  extend  past  the 
eonstruetion  period. 

CES  does  not  approve  projects  located  in  floodplains  unless  no  other  viable  alternatives  were 
available.  Construction  of  recreational  and  services  facilities  would  not  be  approved  in  a 
designed  floodplain  area,  and  would  therefore  not  impact  floodplain  management  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.3.3.9  Biological  Resources 
Wetlands 

The  eonstruetion  of  reereational  and  services  faeilities  would  only  oeeur  in  the  areas  designated 
as  developed  on  Figure  3-1.  No  wetlands  are  located  within  this  portion  of  the  Base 
(Figure  4-4).  Therefore,  with  the  implementation  of  BMPs  to  minimize  soil  erosion  and 
sedimentation,  these  types  of  projects  would  have  no  impact  on  wetlands. 

Vegetation 

eonstruetion  of  reereational  and  serviees  facilities  would  result  in  a  temporary  loss  of  vegetation 
during  eonstruetion.  Upon  completion  of  eonstruetion  aetivities,  the  area  would  be  landscaped 
and  revegetated  according  to  the  INRMP  (Dyess  2006).  Permanent  vegetation  loss  would  be 
limited  to  the  immediate  footprint  of  any  structures.  This  would  not  be  a  significant  impact  in 
relation  to  the  total  vegetated  area  on  Base. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

The  eonstruetion  of  recreational  and  serviees  faeilities  would  have  no  impaet  on  federal  or  state 
listed  T&E  species.  All  activities  would  be  conducted  in  accordance  with  the  management  goals 
and  objectives  outlined  in  the  INRMP  (Dyess  2006).  If  any  T&E  species  were  encountered 
during  eonstruetion,  all  aetivities  would  be  halted  and  the  Natural  Resources  Manager  contaeted. 
eonstruetion  activities  would  not  resume  without  concurrenee  from  the  Natural  Resourees 
Manager. 

Terrestrial  Wildlife 

These  actions  may  temporarily  impact  wildlife  in  the  project  area  during  construction,  such  as 
displacement  or  mortality  of  individuals.  The  loss  of  a  small  number  of  individuals  would  not 
have  a  signifieant  impact  on  the  wildlife  population  and  would  not  result  in  a  long-term  impaet 
on  the  biological  community.  Any  projects  resulting  in  the  removal  of  trees  would  require 
coordination  with  the  Natural  Resource  Manager  to  assure  the  project  is  compliant  with  the 
INRMP  and  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Aet.  Eong-term  impaets  related  to  habitat  loss  would 
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result;  however,  this  would  not  be  a  signilieant  impact  due  to  the  amount  of  available  habitat  in 
the  area. 

Aquatic  Wildlife 

No  construction  activities  would  be  performed  in  any  streams,  ponds,  or  creeks.  With 
implementation  of  BMPs,  construction  of  recreational  and  services  facilities  would  not  impact 
aquatic  species  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5. 3.3.10  Cultural  Resources 

There  are  no  known  archaeological  resources  sites  present  on  Dyess  AFB;  therefore,  the 
construction  of  recreational  and  services  facilities  would  have  no  impact  on  these  resources.  The 
Draft  CIP  EA  was  provided  to  the  SFIPO  for  review  and  concurrence.  In  their  response  letter, 
dated  24  August  2010  (Appendix  E),  SHPO  indicated  that  only  a  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  has 
been  surveyed  for  archaeological  resources  and  requested  that  individual  construction  projects  be 
reviewed  for  archaeological  resources.  Additional  archaeological  surveys  are  ongoing,  and  are 
anticipated  to  be  completed  by  December  2011.  If  any  archaeological  sites  that  may  be  eligible 
for  the  NRHP  are  identified,  the  AF  will  coordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine  management 
strategies  to  include  in  the  ICRMP.  Projects  evaluated  in  this  EA  will  defer  to  approved 
management  strategies  in  future  ICRMP  revisions  in  order  to  minimize  or  mitigate  potential 
adverse  impacts.  Construction  projects  located  in  areas  that  have  not  been  surveyed  for 
archaeological  resources  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Dyess  APB  Cultural  Resources  Manager,  who 
would  consult  with  SHPO,  as  appropriate. 

New  buildings  at  Dyess  APB  are  constructed  using  the  same  construction  materials  and  the  same 
general  architectural  style  as  existing  facilities.  Therefore,  the  construction  of  new  facilities 
would  not  change  the  setting  or  character  of  Dyess  AFB  and  the  AF  has  made  a  determination  of 
“No  Historic  Properties  Affected”  per  36  CFR  800.4(d)(1). 

In  the  event  that  cultural  resources  are  encountered  during  construction  activities,  work  would  be 
stopped  and  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  be  notified.  Work  would  not 
resume  until  appropriate  coordination  has  been  completed. 

5.3.3.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

If  a  spill  of  hazardous  or  toxic  substances  should  occur  during  the  construction  period,  the 
construction  contractor  would  notify  the  Environmental  Plight  immediately  for  direction  on 
corrective  measures  and  reporting  requirements.  Any  hazardous  or  petroleum  wastes  resulting 
from  this  alternative  would  be  disposed  of  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 

Certain  facilities  may,  upon  completion,  utilize  hazardous  materials  and  generate  hazardous 
waste  during  regular  operations.  These  operations  would  be  subject  to  all  rules  and  requirements 
outlined  in  the  current  Dyess  IWMP. 
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5.3.3.12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

The  construction  of  recreational  and  service  facilities  would  have  no  impact  on  the  ERP  at  Dyess 
AFB.  There  are  no  active  ERP  sites  located  at  Dyess  AFB.  All  ERP  sites  have  been  closed  to  a 
standard  allowing  industrial  land  use  or  better  (Figure  4-6).  Sites  closed  under  RRS  2  or  RRS  1 
would  be  suitable  for  use  any  recreational  or  service  facility. 

Construction  of  these  types  of  project  would  be  limited  to  the  developed  portion  of  the  Base.  If 
the  proposed  project  area  would  involve  the  footprint  of  any  former  ERP  site  within  the 
developed  portion  of  the  Base  closed  under  RR  3,  coordination  with  the  Dyess  ERP  Manager 
would  be  required  to  assure  that  the  land  use  of  the  new  facility  meets  the  industrial  use 
restriction.  Soil  at  former  the  ERP  sites  would  not  be  suitable  as  off-site  fill.  Therefore,  all 
projects  at  former  ERP  sites  would  require  coordination  with  the  ERP  Manager  to  assure  the 
proper  disposal  of  removed  soils  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations.  With  these 
measures,  the  construction  of  recreational  and  service  facilities  would  have  no  impact  on  the 
ERP. 

5.3.3.13  Cumulative  Impacts 

All  construction  of  recreational  and  services  facilities  would  occur  in  previously  developed 
areas.  All  support  and  recreational  facilities  would  be  compatible  with  existing  land  use 
strategies;  therefore,  constructing  several  of  these  types  of  facilities  would  provide  a  beneficial 
cumulative  impact  to  the  overall  Dyess  AFB  community.  No  adverse  cumulative  impacts  greater 
in  scope  or  magnitude  than  individual  impacts  would  occur  since  all  construction  would  occur  in 
the  developed  areas  of  the  Base. 

5.3.4  Mission  Support  Faciiities 

5.3.4. 1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

Construction  of  mission  support  facilities  would  not  impact  climate  or  meteorology. 

5.3.4.2  Topography 

Dyess  AFB  is  relatively  flat  with  0  to  3  percent  slopes.  Site  grading  may  occur  as  a  component 
of  this  action  but  would  not  result  in  a  significant  impact  to  topography. 

5.3.4.3  Geology  and  Soils 

Construction  of  mission  support  facilities  would  not  impact  geology.  A  temporary  impact  to 
local  soils  would  be  experienced  during  construction  and  site  grading.  Fill  material  would  likely 
be  required  to  ensure  the  proper  building  stabilization.  All  fill  soils  would  be  obtained  from  an 
approved  local  source.  BMPs  (e.g.,  watering  down  the  work  area)  would  be  utilized  during 
construction  activities  if  dust  and  wind  erosion  were  to  become  a  problem.  BMPs  (e.g.,  hay 
bales,  silt  fences,  etc.)  would  also  be  utilized  to  minimize  soil  erosion  during  storm  events. 
Potential  long-term  impacts  to  soils  would  be  limited  to  the  immediate  footprint  of  the  building. 
None  of  these  impacts  would  be  considered  significant. 
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5.3.4.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

All  work  sites  would  be  surrounded  by  orange  mesh  fenee  to  limit  access  to  authorized 
personnel.  In  addition,  Dyess  AFB  is  a  restricted  access  facility.  Therefore,  no  adverse  impacts 
on  public  health  or  safety  would  be  expected  with  any  construction  activities. 

Mission  support  facilities  include  public  safety  and  emergency  response  facilities  (e.g.,  fire 
station,  military  police,  etc.).  Project  activities  that  enhance  the  services  provided  by  these 
groups  would  have  a  long-term  beneficial  impact  on  public  safety  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.3.4.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  socioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  A  small,  beneficial 
economic  impact  to  the  Abilene  area  may  result  due  to  the  purchase  of  goods  and  services 
associated  with  this  alternative. 

5.3.4.6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
construction  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB 
is  an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
localized  increase  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact  to  the  Base 
community.  Construction  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.3.4.7  Air  Quality 

Short-term,  localized  impacts  to  air  quality  may  result  from  construction  activities.  Impacts 
would  likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use,  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance,  and  use  of 
materials  containing  VOCs.  Fossil  fuel  emissions  would  produce  carbon  monoxide,  nitrogen 
oxides,  sulfur  dioxide,  and  hazardous  pollutants.  BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any 
particulate  emissions.  All  construction-related  impacts  would  be  localized  and  temporary  and 
would  not  result  in  a  change  to  the  air  quality  of  Dyess  AFB  or  the  surrounding  area. 

Several  operational  activities  at  Dyess  AFB  produce  VOC,  particulate,  and  other  chemical 
emissions.  Dyess  AFB  currently  operates  under  a  Permit  by  Rule  designation  with  the  TCEQ. 
Operations  resulting  from  this  alternative  that  produce  VOCs  or  other  emissions  regulated  by  the 
TCEQ  would  comply  with  the  current  Permit  by  Rule  requirements.  Therefore,  no  significant 
adverse  impacts  would  be  anticipated  from  any  potential  operations  that  may  result  from  this 
alternative. 

5.3.4.8  Water  Resources 

Construction  of  mission  support  facilities  would  not  impact  surface  water  hydrology  or 
groundwater  resources.  There  is  the  potential  that  surface  water  quality  would  be  impacted  from 
the  operation  and  storage  of  heavy  machinery  or  disturbance  of  soils  during  construction.  BMPs, 
including  silt  fences  and  hay  bales,  would  be  employed  to  minimize  the  downstream  migration 


Dyess  AFB 


Q:\1617\0506\CIP  EA\Rev2\CIP  EA_FNL.doc\7-Sep-10  /OMA  5-18 


SECTIONFIVE 


Environmental  Conseonences 


of  pollutants.  All  construction  impacts  would  be  minor  and  would  not  extend  past  the 
eonstruction  period. 

Several  operational  activities  utilize  outside  storage  or  fuels,  materials,  and  equipment  that  may 
impact  surface  water  quality.  All  shop  facilities  are  subject  to  the  requirements  and  BMPs 
outlined  in  the  eurrent  SWPPP.  BMPs  identified  in  the  SWPPP  are  designed  to  minimize  and 
mitigate  potential  surface  water  eontamination.  With  these  proeedures  in  place,  no  signifieant 
adverse  impacts  would  be  expected  with  these  project  types. 

CES  does  not  approve  projects  located  in  floodplains  unless  no  other  viable  alternatives  were 
available.  Construction  would  not  be  approved  in  a  designed  floodplain  area,  and  would 
therefore  not  impact  floodplain  management  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.3.4.9  Biological  Resources 

Wetlands 

The  construction  of  mission  support  facilities  would  only  occur  in  the  areas  designated  as 
developed  on  Figure  3-1.  There  are  no  wetlands  located  in  this  area  (Figure  4-4)  and  no  fill  or 
debris  would  be  placed  in  any  wetland  areas.  Additionally,  BMPs  would  be  implemented  to 
minimize  erosion  of  soil  to  wetlands.  Therefore,  this  alternative  would  have  no  impact  on 
wetlands. 

Vegetation 

The  construction  of  mission  and  support  facilities  would  occur  in  the  developed  areas  of  the 
Base.  Vegetation  in  these  areas  generally  consists  of  maintained  (mowed)  lawns  and  landscaped 
beds.  Construction  of  these  types  of  facilities  would  result  in  a  temporary  loss  of  vegetation 
during  eonstruetion.  Upon  completion  of  construetion  aetivities,  the  area  would  be  landscaped 
and  revegetated  according  to  the  current  INRMP.  Permanent  vegetation  loss  would  be  limited  to 
the  immediate  footprint  of  any  structures.  This  would  not  be  a  significant  impact  in  relation  to 
the  total  vegetated  area  on  Base. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

These  facilities  would  be  constructed  in  the  developed  areas  of  the  Base  which  provide  limited 
habitat  for  wildlife,  including  federal  or  state  listed  T&E  species.  Additionally,  all  activities 
would  be  eondueted  in  aeeordanee  with  the  management  goals  and  objeetives  outlined  in  the 
eurrent  INRMP.  Therefore,  the  eonstruction  of  mission  support  facilities  would  have  no  impact 
on  T&E  species. 

In  the  unlikely  event  that  any  T&E  species  are  encountered  during  construction,  all  activities 
would  be  halted  and  the  Natural  Resources  Manager  eontaeted.  Construction  activities  would 
not  resume  without  eoneurrenee  from  the  Natural  Resourees  Manager. 
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Terrestrial  Wildlife 

These  actions  may  temporarily  impact  wildlife  in  the  project  area  during  construction,  such  as 
displacement  or  mortality  of  individuals.  The  loss  of  a  small  number  of  individuals  would  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  the  wildlife  population  and  would  not  result  in  a  long-term  impact 
on  the  biological  community.  Any  projects  resulting  in  the  removal  of  trees  would  require 
coordination  with  the  Natural  Resource  Manager  to  assure  the  project  is  compliant  with  the 
INRMP  and  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act.  Long-term  impacts  related  to  habitat  loss  would 
result;  however,  this  would  not  be  a  significant  impact  due  to  the  amount  of  available  habitat  in 
the  area. 

Aquatic  Wildlife 

No  construction  activities  would  be  performed  in  any  streams,  ponds,  or  creeks.  With  the 
implementation  of  BMPs,  construction  of  mission  support  facilities  would  not  impact  aquatic 
species  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.3.4.10  Cultural  Resources 

There  are  no  known  archaeological  resources  sites  present  on  Dyess  AFB.  The  Draft  CIP  EA 
was  provided  to  the  SFIPO  for  review  and  concurrence.  In  their  response  letter,  dated  24  August 
2010  (Appendix  E),  SHPO  indicated  that  only  a  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  has  been  surveyed  for 
archaeological  resources  and  requested  that  individual  construction  projects  be  reviewed  for 
archaeological  resources.  Additional  archaeological  surveys  are  ongoing,  and  are  anticipated  to 
be  completed  by  December  2011.  If  any  archaeological  sites  that  may  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP 
are  identified,  the  AF  will  coordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine  management  strategies  to  include 
in  the  ICRMP.  Projects  evaluated  in  this  EA  will  defer  to  approved  management  strategies  in 
future  ICRMP  revisions  in  order  to  minimize  or  mitigate  potential  adverse  impacts.  Construction 
projects  located  in  areas  that  have  not  been  surveyed  for  archaeological  resources  will  be 
evaluated  by  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager,  who  would  consult  with  SHPO,  as 
appropriate. 

New  buildings  at  Dyess  AFB  are  constructed  using  similar  construction  materials  and  the  same 
general  architectural  style  as  existing  facilities.  Therefore,  the  construction  of  new  facilities 
would  not  change  the  setting  or  character  of  Dyess  AFB  and  the  AF  has  made  a  determination  of 
“No  Historic  Properties  Affected”  per  36  CFR  800.4(d)(1). 

In  the  event  that  cultural  resources  are  encountered  during  construction  activities,  work  would  be 
stopped  and  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  be  notified.  Work  would  not 
resume  until  appropriate  coordination  has  been  completed. 

5.3.4.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

If  a  spill  of  hazardous  or  toxic  substances  should  occur  during  the  construction  period,  the 
construction  contractor  would  notify  the  Environmental  Elight  immediately  for  direction  on 
corrective  measures  and  reporting  requirements.  Any  hazardous  or  petroleum  wastes  resulting 
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from  this  alternative  would  be  disposed  of  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 
Certain  facilities  may,  upon  completion,  utilize  hazardous  materials  and  generate  hazardous 
waste  during  regular  operations.  These  operations  would  be  subject  to  all  rules  and  requirements 
outlined  in  the  current  Dyess  IWMP  and  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact. 

5.3.4.12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

There  are  no  active  ERP  sites  located  at  Dyess  AFB.  All  ERP  sites  have  been  closed  to  a 
standard  allowing  industrial  land  use  or  better  (Figure  4-6).  All  mission  support  facilities  would 
be  constructed  in  the  developed  portion  of  the  Base  and  mission  support  is  considered  industrial 
use;  therefore,  all  the  former  ERP  sites  within  the  developed  portions  of  the  Base  would  be 
considered  compatible  land  use  for  mission  support  facilities.  Soil  at  former  the  ERP  sites  would 
not  be  suitable  as  off-site  fill.  Therefore,  all  projects  at  former  ERP  sites  would  require 
coordination  with  the  ERP  Manager  to  assure  the  proper  disposal  of  removed  soils  according  to 
federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 

If  the  proposed  project  area  would  involve  the  footprint  of  ST-10  coordination  with  the  Dyess 
ERP  Manager  would  be  required  to  assure  that  the  protection  required  by  the  existing  cap  would 
be  provided  by  the  new  facility.  The  other  three  capped  sites  are  located  in  the  undeveloped 
portion  of  the  Base  or  along  the  fiightline;  therefore,  these  sites  would  not  be  impacted  by  this 
type  of  project.  With  these  measures,  the  construction  of  mission  support  facilities  would  have 
no  impact  on  the  ERP. 

5.3.4.13  Cumulative  Impacts 

All  construction  of  mission  support  facilities  would  occur  in  previously  developed  areas.  All 
facilities  would  be  compatible  with  existing  land  use  strategies;  therefore,  constructing  these 
types  of  facilities  would  not  result  in  adverse  cumulative  impacts  greater  in  scope  or  magnitude 
than  individual  impacts. 

5.3.5  Utility  Extensions 

5.3.5. 1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

Construction  of  utility  extensions  would  not  impact  climate  or  meteorology. 

5.3.5.2  Topography 

The  installation  of  aboveground  and  underground  utility  extensions  would  not  impact 
topography. 

5.3.5.3  Geology  and  Soils 

Construction  of  utility  extensions  would  not  impact  geology.  A  temporary  impact  to  local  soils 
would  be  experienced  during  excavation.  BMPs  (e.g.,  watering  down  the  work  area)  would  be 
utilized  during  excavation  activities  if  dust  and  wind  erosion  were  to  become  a  problem.  BMPs 
(e.g.,  hay  bales,  silt  fences)  would  be  utilized  to  minimize  soil  erosion  during  construction. 
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5.3.5.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

Dyess  AFB  is  a  restricted  access  facility  and  work  sites  would  be  surrounded  by  construction 
fence  to  limit  access  to  authorized  personnel.  The  installation  of  utility  systems  would  not 
impact  emergency  services.  Therefore,  no  adverse  impacts  on  public  health  or  safety  would  be 
expected  with  any  construction-related  activities. 

5.3.5.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  socioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  A  small,  beneficial 
economic  impact  to  the  Abilene  area  may  result  due  to  the  purchase  of  goods  and  services 
associated  with  this  alternative. 

5.3.5.6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
construction  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB 
is  an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
localized  increase  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact  to  the  Base 
community.  Construction  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.3.5. 7  Air  Quality 

Short-term,  localized  impacts  to  air  quality  may  result  from  construction  activities.  Impacts 
would  likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use  and  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance.  Fossil 
fuel  emissions  would  produce  carbon  monoxide,  nitrogen  oxides,  sulfur  dioxide,  and  hazardous 
pollutants.  BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any  particulate  emissions.  All  impacts  would  be 
localized  and  temporary  and  would  not  result  in  a  change  to  the  overall  air  quality  at  Dyess  AFB 
or  the  surrounding  area. 

5.3.5.8  Water  Resources 

The  extension  of  underground  or  aboveground  utilities  would  not  have  a  significant  impact  on 
surface  water  or  groundwater  resources.  The  potential  for  migration  of  contaminants  (i.e., 
sediment)  to  nearby  surface  water  resources  during  precipitation  events  would  be  minimized  by 
the  use  of  BMPs  during  construction  (e.g.,  silt  fences,  hay  bales,  etc.). 

5.3.5.9  Biological  Resources 
Wetlands 

Alignment  of  utility  extension  structures  would  be  designed  to  avoid  crossing  wetlands  to  the 
extent  feasible.  If  a  project  necessitates  a  wetlands  utility  crossing,  horizontal  boring  techniques 
would  be  used  to  route  the  utility  under  the  wetland.  Because  horizontal  boring  effectively 
avoids  disturbance  and  adverse  effects  to  the  wetland,  a  FONPA  would  not  be  required. 
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Any  action  that  would  occur  in  a  wetland  (designated  on  Figure  4-4),  sueh  as  above  ground 
utility  struetures,  would  need  to  comply  with  EO  11990  and  API  32-7064.  If  potential  adverse 
impaets  would  be  expeeted,  appropriate  mitigation  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Dyess  AFB 
Natural  Resourees  Manager  and  the  USAGE.  These  projeets  would  require  a  FONPA,  per  32 
CFR  989,  and  would  require  an  SEA,  EA,  or  EIS,  as  appropriate. 

Vegetation 

Potential  short-term  impaets  to  vegetation  would  oeeur  during  construetion  from  the  operation  of 
machinery  and  exeavating  or  trenehing  in  the  footprint  of  the  proposed  utility.  Following 
eonstruetion  aetivities,  the  area  would  be  stabilized  and  revegetated  aeeording  to  the  INRMP 
(Dyess  2006).  Therefore,  no  signifieant  long-term  impacts  to  vegetation  would  oeeur  with  this 
alternative. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

All  aetivities  would  be  eondueted  in  accordance  with  the  management  goals  and  objeetives 
outlined  in  the  INRMP  (Dyess  2006).  Prior  to  initiation  of  eonstruetion  activities  in  undisturbed 
areas  of  Dyess  AFB,  the  Natural  Resources  Manager  would  review  the  projeet  area  for  potential 
Texas  horned  lizard  habitat.  Field  surveys  would  be  eompleted  prior  to  eonstruetion  if  deemed 
necessary  by  the  Natural  Resources  Manager.  If  any  T&E  were  encountered,  the  Natural 
Resources  Manager  would  determine  if  reloeating  the  individuals  is  feasible.  The  installation  of 
utilities  would  not  occur  without  approval  from  the  Natural  Resources  Manager.  With  these 
minimization  measures,  the  extension  of  underground  or  aboveground  utilities  would  not  be 
expeeted  to  have  an  adverse  impact  on  the  Texas  horned  lizard.  No  other  federal  or  state  listed 
T&E  speeies  oeeur  on  Base. 

Terrestriai  Wiidiife 

These  aetions  may  temporarily  impact  wildlife  in  the  project  area  during  construetion,  such  as 
displacement  or  mortality  of  individuals.  Impacts  to  individuals  would  not  result  in  signifieant 
impaets  to  the  population  or  to  the  biological  community.  Any  projects  resulting  in  the  removal 
of  trees  would  require  eoordination  with  the  Natural  Resource  Manager  to  assure  the  projeet  is 
eompliant  with  the  INRMP  and  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Aet. 

Aquatic  Wiidiife 

No  eonstruetion  activities  would  be  performed  in  any  streams,  ponds,  or  ereeks.  With  the 
implementation  of  BMPs,  construetion  of  utility  extentions  would  not  impaet  aquatie  speeies  at 
Dyess  AFB. 

5. 3.5.10  Cuiturai  Resources 

There  are  no  known  arehaeologieal  resources  sites  present  on  Dyess  AFB;  therefore,  utility 
extension  projeet  would  have  not  impact  on  these  resources.  The  Draft  CIP  EA  was  provided  to 
the  SHPO  for  review  and  eoneurrenee.  In  their  response  letter,  dated  24  August  2010 
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(Appendix  E),  SHPO  indicated  that  only  a  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  has  been  surveyed  for 
arehaeological  resourees  and  requested  that  individual  utility  extension  and  eonstruetion  projeets 
be  reviewed  for  archaeological  resources.  Additional  archaeological  surveys  are  ongoing,  and 
are  anticipated  to  be  completed  by  Deeember  2011.  If  any  archaeological  sites  that  may  be 
eligible  for  the  NRHP  are  identified,  the  AF  will  eoordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine 
management  strategies  to  inelude  in  the  ICRMP.  Projeets  evaluated  in  this  EA  will  defer  to 
approved  management  strategies  in  future  ICRMP  revisions  in  order  to  minimize  or  mitigate 
potential  adverse  impacts.  Construction  projects  and  utility  extensions  loeated  in  areas  that  have 
not  been  surveyed  for  arehaeologieal  resourees  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural 
Resources  Manager,  who  would  eonsult  with  SHPO,  as  appropriate. 

Dyess  AFB  currently  has  underground  and  above  ground  utilities.  The  extension  of  these 
utilities  would  not  result  in  a  change  of  setting  or  eharacter  of  the  Base.  Additionally,  the 
extension  of  utilities  would  not  ehange  the  eharaeter  of  any  building  to  whieh  the  extension 
would  oeeur.  Therefore,  the  AF  has  made  the  determination  of  “No  Historie  Properties 
Affected”  as  per  36  CFR  800.4(d)(1)  for  utility  extensions. 

In  the  event  that  cultural  resources  are  eneountered  during  the  extension  of  underground  or 
aboveground  utilities,  work  would  be  stopped  and  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resourees  Manager 
would  be  notified.  Work  would  not  resume  until  appropriate  coordination  has  been  eompleted. 

5.3.5.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

Extending  utility  services  would  not  be  expected  to  impact  hazardous  or  toxic  materials.  If  a 
spill  of  hazardous  or  toxic  substances  should  occur  during  the  construction  period,  the 
eonstruetion  eontraetor  would  notify  the  Environmental  Elight  immediately  for  direetion  on 
eorreetive  measures  and  reporting  requirements. 

5.3.5.12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

There  are  no  active  ERP  sites  located  at  Dyess  AEB.  All  ERP  sites  have  been  closed  to  a 
standard  allowing  industrial  land  use  or  better  (Figure  4-6).  Utility  extensions  within  the 
footprint  of  an  ERP  site  would  require  eoordination  with  the  ERP  Manager  to  assure  the  proper 
disposal  of  the  excavated  soils. 

If  the  proposed  project  would  impact  one  of  the  four  capped  sites,  coordination  with  the  ERP 
Manager  would  be  required  to  assure  the  cap  integrity  is  restored  post-project.  With  these 
measures,  utility  extension  projeet  would  have  no  impact  on  the  ERP. 

5.3.5.13  Cumulative  Impacts 

eonstruetion  of  multiple  aetions  that  result  in  more  reliable  services  may  result  in  a  synergistic 
cumulative  impact  on  Base  operations.  The  combined  effect  of  multiple  actions  would  provide  a 
beneficial  impact  on  the  overall  electrical,  communication,  and  utility  systems  at  Dyess  APB. 
Combining  utility  extension  projeets  with  other  actions  occurring  at  Dyess  APB  would  not  result 
in  eumulative  environmental  impaets  that  would  be  greater  in  scope  or  magnitude  than  the 
individual  impacts  evaluated  in  this  document. 
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5.3.6  Stormwater  Management  Projects 

5.3. 6. 1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

Construction  of  stormwater  conveyance  projects  would  not  impact  climate  or  meteorology. 

5.3.6.2  Topography 

In  general,  stormwater  conveyance  features  would  not  impact  topography.  However,  Dyess 
AFB  is  relatively  flat,  and  if  a  drainage  ditch  would  be  widened,  deepened,  or  rerouted  with  this 
alternative,  a  minor  impact  on  topography  may  occur. 

5.3. 6.3  Geology  and  Soils 

Construction  of  stormwater  management  projects  would  not  impact  geology.  A  temporary 
impact  to  local  soils  would  be  experienced  during  construction  and  excavation.  Excavated  soil 
would  be  permanently  impacted  and  would  be  stockpiled  at  an  approved  off-Base  source  or  a 
designated  on-Base  stockpile.  If  work  would  be  conducted  in  a  drainage  channel,  the  work 
would  be  performed  from  the  bank  to  the  extent  possible.  Temporary  diversion  of  flow  may  be 
required  to  minimize  potential  impacts  to  soil  erosion. 

BMPs  (e.g.,  watering  down  the  work  area)  would  be  utilized  during  excavation  activities  if  dust 
and  wind  erosion  were  to  become  a  problem.  Additionally,  BMPs,  including  hay  bales  and  silt 
fences,  would  be  utilized  to  minimize  erosion.  After  the  completion  of  construction  activities, 
stream  restoration  measures  may  be  required  to  restore  the  project  area  to  natural  and  stabilized 
conditions. 

5.3. 6.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

Installation  of  culverts  or  road  crossings,  and  upgrading  drainage  ditches  would  reduce  the  risk 
of  flooding  in  developed  areas.  This  would  be  considered  a  beneficial  health  and  safety  impact. 

All  work  sites  would  be  surrounded  by  construction  fence  to  limit  access  to  authorized 
personnel.  In  addition,  Dyess  AFB  is  a  restricted  access  facility  and  construction  activities 
would  not  impact  emergency  services.  Therefore,  no  adverse  impacts  on  public  health  or  safety 
would  be  expected  with  any  construction-related  activities. 

5.3.6.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  socioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  A  small,  beneficial 
economic  impact  to  the  Abilene  area  may  result  due  to  the  purchase  of  goods  and  services 
associated  with  this  alternative. 

5.3. 6. 6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
construction  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB 
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is  an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
loealized  inerease  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  signifieant  adverse  impaet  to  the  Base 
community.  Construction  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.3. 6. 7  Air  Quality 

Short-term,  localized  impaets  to  air  quality  may  result  from  construction  activities.  Impacts 
would  likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use,  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance,  and  use  of 
materials  containing  VOCs.  Fossil  fuel  emissions  would  produce  earbon  monoxide,  nitrogen 
oxides,  sulfur  dioxide,  and  hazardous  pollutants.  BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any 
particulate  emissions.  All  impacts  would  be  localized  and  temporary  and  would  not  result  in  a 
change  to  the  overall  air  quality  at  Dyess  AFB  and  the  surrounding  area. 

5.3.6.8  Water  Resources 

Construetion  of  stormwater  management  faeilities  would  not  have  a  significant  impact  on 
groundwater  resources.  Repairing  or  stabilizing  an  embankment  using  “hard”  engineering 
techniques  (e.g.,  rock  riprap)  may  result  in  an  impact  to  water  quality  of  surface  water  resources. 
However,  these  impacts  would  be  temporary  and  BMPs  would  be  implemented  to  minimize 
impacts  to  water  quality.  Bioengineered  teehniques  (e.g.,  vegetation  plantings,  rootwads, 
geotextile  fabrics)  would  also  minimize  these  impacts  and  would  likely  provide  mitigation  from 
erosion  of  fill  material. 

Installation  of  culverts  or  road  crossings,  and  upgrading  drainage  ditches  would  reduee  the  risk 
of  flooding  in  developed  areas  and  provide  a  more  efficient  conveyance  of  stormwater.  By 
increasing  flow  efficiency,  the  reduced  risk  of  flooding  to  adjacent  developed  areas  would 
potentially  have  a  beneficial  impact  on  water  quality  by  reducing  the  area  exposed  to  pollutant 
sources.  Adverse  impacts  could  also  result  from  this  alternative  if  enhancing  the  capacity  of 
drainage  channel  would  inerease  downstream  flows  beyond  the  capacity  of  the  natural  waterway. 
An  adverse  impaet  to  water  quality  may  result  if  the  inereased  flow  would  prevent  settling  of  silt 
and  suspended  materials  in  addition  to  increasing  scouring  and  erosion. 

For  any  projects  that  would  impact  downstream  flow  or  would  involve  work  in  a  floodplain,  a 
hydraulie  or  hydrologic  study  would  be  completed  to  ensure  the  project  would  not  result  in  an 
increased  flood  hazard  in  the  downstream  areas. 

If  work  would  be  performed  in  a  drainage  channel,  the  work  would  be  performed  from  the  bank 
to  the  extent  possible.  Temporary  diversion  of  flow  may  be  required  to  minimize  potential 
impacts  to  water  quality.  BMPs,  ineluding  hay  bales  and  silt  fences,  would  be  utilized  to 
minimize  erosion  and  downstream  migration  of  pollutants.  After  the  completion  of  construction 
activities,  stream  restoration  measures  may  be  required  to  restore  the  project  area  to  natural  and 
stabilized  conditions. 


Dyess  AFB 


Q:\1617\0506\CIPEA\Rev2\CIPEA_FNL.doc\7-Sep-10  /OMA  5-26 


SICTIOHFIVE 


Environmental  Consequences 


5.3.6.9  Biological  Resources 
Wetlands 

If  an  action  were  to  oecur  in  one  of  the  wetlands  designated  on  Figure  4-4,  the  action  would 
need  to  comply  with  EO  11990  and  API  32-7064.  Stormwater  management  aetions  that  would 
be  located  in  wetlands  would  be  designed  to  enhance  the  function  of  the  wetland  and  not  result  in 
adverse  impacts.  If  potential  adverse  impacts  would  be  expected,  appropriate  mitigation  would 
be  coordinated  with  the  Dyess  AFB  Natural  Resourees  Manager  and  the  USAGE.  These  projeets 
would  require  a  FONPA,  per  32  CFR  989,  and  would  not  be  covered  with  this  EA. 

Vegetation 

These  projects  would  potentially  impact  riparian  vegetation  and  waterways.  Mesquite  is 
common  on  Dyess  AFB  and  is  managed  as  in  invasive  species  by  the  Base.  There  is  the 
potential  that  work  involving  the  removal  of  vegetation  could  facilitate  the  spread  of  mesquite. 
Therefore,  to  assure  compliance  with  EO  13112,  the  removal  and  disposal  of  vegetation 
assoeiated  with  stormwater  management  project  would  be  earried  out  in  aceordanee  with  the 
current  INRMP.  Potential  short-term  impacts  to  vegetation  would  occur  during  construction 
from  the  operation  of  machinery  and  equipment.  Following  construction  activities,  the  area 
would  be  stabilized  and  revegetated  according  to  the  eurrent  INRMP.  This  may  provide  a 
benefieial  impact  as  bank  stabilization  or  modifying  a  water  crossing  would  reduce  long-term 
scour  and  sedimentation.  With  the  implementation  of  the  above  measures,  stormwater 
management  project  would  have  no  long-term  impaet  on  vegetation  at  Dyess  AFB. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

Construetion  of  stormwater  management  projects  would  not  impact  any  federal  or  state  listed 
T&E  species.  All  activities  would  be  conducted  in  aceordanee  with  the  management  goals  and 
objectives  outlined  in  the  INRMP  (Dyess  2006).  If  any  T&E  species  were  encountered  during 
project  activities,  all  aetivities  would  be  halted  and  the  Natural  Resources  Manager  contacted. 
Construction  activities  would  not  resume  without  concurrenee  from  the  Natural  Resources 
Manager. 

Terrestrial  Wildlife 

These  actions  may  temporarily  impaet  wildlife  in  the  project  area  during  construction,  such  as 
displacement  or  mortality  of  individuals.  Impacts  to  individuals  would  not  be  significant,  and 
would  not  result  in  an  impact  to  the  biological  community.  Any  projects  resulting  in  the  removal 
of  trees  would  require  coordination  with  the  Natural  Resouree  Manager  to  assure  the  project  is 
compliant  with  the  INRMP  and  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act. 

Aquatic  Wildlife 

Aquatic  species  do  not  reside  in  Tittle  Elm  Creek  or  any  other  drainages  channels  on  Base. 
However,  Tittle  Elm  Creek  drains  to  Big  Elm  Creek  and  Fake  Fort  Phantom  Hill.  This  lake 
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provides  recreational  fishing  for  the  area.  Lake  Totten  was  stocked  in  2004  and  is  management 
as  a  fishery  by  Dyess  AFB.  The  Lake  receives  water  from  an  unnamed  tributary  of  Little  Elm 
Creek  and  then  drains  off-Base.  The  golf  course  and  hospital  ponds  were  also  stocked  in  2004. 
These  ponds  receive  only  localized  stormwater  runoff  and  are  not  connected  to  the  Basewide 
stormwater  management  system. 

Any  impacts  that  would  result  in  impacts  to  water  quality  may  impact  aquatic  resources  in  the 
lakes  on  Base  and  Lake  Fort  Phantom  Hill.  BMPs,  in  accordance  with  the  current  SWPPP  would 
be  utilized  to  minimize  the  potential  of  downstream  migration  of  pollutants  and  sediment  that 
may  impact  downstream  resources.  By  implementing  these  BMPs,  no  significant  adverse 
impacts  to  aquatic  wildlife  would  be  anticipated  from  these  types  of  projects. 

5. 3.6.10  Cultural  Resources 

There  are  no  known  archaeological  resources  sites  present  on  Dyess  AFB.  The  Draft  CIP  EA 
was  provided  to  the  SHPO  for  review  and  concurrence.  In  their  response  letter,  dated  24  August 
2010  (Appendix  E),  SHPO  indicated  only  a  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  has  been  surveyed  for 
archaeological  resources  and  requested  that  individual  construction  projects  be  reviewed  for 
archaeological  resources.  Additional  archaeological  surveys  are  ongoing,  and  are  anticipated  to 
be  completed  by  December  2011.  If  any  archaeological  sites  that  may  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP 
are  identified,  the  AF  will  coordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine  management  strategies  to  include 
in  the  ICRMP.  Projects  evaluated  in  this  EA  will  defer  to  approved  management  strategies  in 
future  ICRMP  revisions  in  order  to  minimize  or  mitigate  potential  adverse  impacts.  Construction 
projects  located  in  areas  that  have  not  been  surveyed  for  archaeological  resources  will  be 
evaluated  by  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager,  who  would  consult  with  SHPO,  as 
appropriate. 

Stormwater  management  projects  involve  repairing  or  stabilizing  embankments,  installing 
culverts,  and  upgrading  drainage  ditches.  These  types  of  activities  would  not  directly  impact  any 
buildings  on  Base.  Additionally,  these  types  of  activities  would  not  change  the  setting  or 
character  of  Dyess  AFB;  therefore,  the  AF  has  made  the  determination  of  “No  Historic 
Properties  Affected”  as  per  36  CFR  800.4(d)(1). 

In  the  event  that  cultural  resources  are  encountered  during  demolition  activities,  work  would  be 
stopped  and  the  Dyess  AFB  Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  be  notified.  Work  would  not 
resume  until  appropriate  coordination  has  been  completed. 

5.3.6.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

Construction  activities  may  disturb  hazardous  materials  present  at  the  project  site.  A  review  of 
the  project  site  would  be  performed  prior  to  any  construction  activities  to  determine  if  hazardous 
materials  or  wastes  are  present  at  the  location.  If  any  hazardous  materials  are  encountered,  or  if 
the  construction  activity  results  in  a  spill  or  leak  of  hazardous  or  petroleum  products, 
coordination  with  the  Environmental  Flight  would  be  required  for  direction  on  corrective 
measures  and  reporting  requirements. 
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5. 3.6.12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

There  are  no  aetive  ERP  sites  located  at  Dyess  AFB.  All  ERP  sites  have  been  closed  to  a 
standard  allowing  industrial  land  use  or  better  (Figure  4-6).  The  North  and  South  Diversion 
Ditches  are  both  former  ERP  sites  closed  under  RRS  3.  As  major  components  of  Dyess  AEB’s 
stormwater  management  system,  at  least  some  stormwater  management  projects  would  be  likely 
to  directly  involve  these  features.  Soil/sediment  from  the  drainage  ditches  would  not  be  suitable 
as  off-site  fill.  Therefore,  stormwater  management  projects  involving  the  ditches  would  require 
coordination  with  the  ERP  Manager  to  assure  the  proper  disposal  of  removed  soils  according  to 
federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 

5. 3. 6. 13  Cumulative  impacts 

The  combined  effect  of  multiple  actions  would  provide  a  beneficial  effect  on  the  overall 
stormwater  management  program  at  Dyess  AFB.  Construction  of  multiple  actions  may  result  in 
a  cumulative  impact  on  downstream  flood  potential  and  the  overall  conveyance  of  stormwater. 
Therefore,  it  is  important  for  a  hydrological  or  hydraulic  study  to  be  performed  on  any  project 
that  may  impact  downstream  flows.  If  the  hydrologic  or  hydraulic  study  results  do  not  indicate 
an  increased  potential  for  downstream  flooding,  adverse  cumulative  impacts  would  not  be 
expected.  Additionally,  combining  stormwater  management  projects  with  other  actions 
occurring  at  Dyess  AFB  would  not  result  in  cumulative  environmental  impacts  that  would  be 
greater  in  scope  or  magnitude  than  the  individual  impacts  evaluated  in  this  document. 

5.3.7  Force  Protection/Anti-Terrorism  Projects 

5.3. 7. 1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

FP/AT  projects  would  not  impact  climate  or  meteorology. 

5.3.7. 2  Topography 

Dyess  AFB  is  relatively  fiat  with  0  to  3  percent  slopes.  Some  grading  may  be  required  as  part  of 
these  types  of  actions,  but  it  would  not  result  in  a  significant  impact  to  topography  in  the  region. 

5.3. 7.3  Geology  and  Soils 

FP/AT  projects  would  not  impact  geology.  A  temporary  impact  to  local  soils  would  be 
experienced  during  construction  and  site  grading.  Soil  beneath  the  footprint  of  roadways, 
buildings,  and  other  structures  would  be  permanently  impacted.  BMPs  (e.g.,  watering  down  the 
work  area)  would  be  utilized  during  construction  activities  if  dust  and  wind  erosion  were  to 
become  a  problem.  BMPs  (e.g.,  hay  bales,  silt  fences,  etc.)  would  also  be  implemented  to  reduce 
the  potential  for  soil  erosion  during  the  construction  phase.  Therefore,  it  is  not  anticipated  that 
these  types  of  projects  would  result  in  a  significant  impact  on  soil. 
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5.3. 7.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

FP/AT  projects  would  provide  additional  security  features  to  the  Dyess  AFB  infrastructure.  For 
example,  modification  of  ECFs  would  secure  the  installation  from  unauthorized  access  and 
intercept  contraband  while  maximizing  vehicular  traffic  flow.  Construction  at  ECFs  could 
compromise  the  objective  due  to  construction  hazards  and  increased  vehicle  activity.  Extra 
precautions  would  be  needed  at  ECEs  during  the  construction  phase  of  the  project  to  ensure 
continuing  security  and  safety.  Coordination  with  SES  would  be  required  to  ensure  potential 
adverse  impacts  to  public  health  and  safety  during  construction  is  minimized.  Long-term,  these 
projects  would  have  a  beneficial  impact  on  public  health  and  safety  on  Base. 

5.3. 7.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  socioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  A  small,  beneficial 
economic  impact  to  the  Abilene  area  may  result  due  to  the  purchase  of  goods  and  services 
associated  with  this  alternative. 

5.3.7. 6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
construction  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB 
is  an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
localized  increase  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact  to  the  Base 
community.  Construction  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.3.7. 7  Air  Quality 

Short-term,  localized  impacts  to  air  quality  may  result  from  construction  activities.  Impacts 
would  likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use,  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance,  and  use  of 
materials  containing  VOCs.  Fossil  fuel  emissions  would  produce  carbon  monoxide,  nitrogen 
oxides,  sulfur  dioxide,  and  hazardous  pollutants.  BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any 
particulate  emissions.  All  construction-related  impacts  would  be  localized  and  temporary  and 
would  not  result  in  a  change  to  the  overall  air  quality  at  Dyess  AFB  and  surrounding  area. 

Several  operational  activities  at  Dyess  AFB  produce  VOC,  particulate,  and  other  chemical 
emissions.  Dyess  AFB  currently  operates  under  a  Permit  by  Rule  designation  with  the  TCEQ. 
Operations  resulting  from  this  alternative  that  produce  VOCs  or  other  emissions  regulated  by  the 
TCEQ  would  comply  with  the  current  Permit  by  Rule  requirements.  Therefore,  no  significant 
adverse  impacts  would  result  from  any  potential  operations  that  may  result  from  this  alternative. 

5.3. 7.8  Water  Resources 

EP/AT  projects  would  not  impact  surface  water  hydrology  or  groundwater  resources.  There  is 
the  potential  that  surface  water  quality  would  be  impacted  from  the  operation  and  storage  of 
heavy  machinery  or  disturbance  of  soils  during  construction.  BMPs,  including  silt  fences  and 
hay  bales,  would  be  employed  to  minimize  soil  erosion  during  the  construction  phase.  All 
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construction  impacts  would  be  minor  and  would  not  extend  past  the  construetion  period.  This 
alternative  would  not  produee  adverse  impacts  to  the  floodplain  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.3.7. 9  Biological  Resources 

Wetlands 

FP/AT  projects  would  not  occur  in  areas  with  wetlands  and  no  fill  or  debris  would  be  placed  in 
any  wetland  areas.  BMPs  would  be  implemented  to  minimize  soil  erosion  during  the 
eonstruetion  phase.  Therefore,  there  would  be  no  impaet  to  wetlands  at  Dyess  AFB. 

Vegetation 

These  types  of  project  may  occur  in  undeveloped  areas  of  the  Base.  Any  removed  vegetation 
would  be  disposed  of  in  a  manner  consist  with  the  INRMP’s  program  to  minimize  the  spread  of 
invasive  plant  species  such  as  mesquite.  Upon  completion  of  FP/AT  project  construction 
activities,  all  disturbed  areas  would  be  landscaped  and  revegetated  according  to  the  current 
INRMP.  Permanent  vegetation  loss  would  be  limited  to  the  immediate  footprint  of  any  new 
struetures.  However,  this  would  not  be  a  signifieant  impaet  in  relation  to  the  total  vegetated  area 
on  Base. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

FP/AT  projects  would  not  have  an  impact  on  any  federal  or  state  listed  T&E  species.  All 
aetivities  would  be  conducted  in  accordanee  with  the  management  goals  and  objeetives  outlined 
in  the  eurrent  INRMP.  If  any  T&E  were  encountered  during  eonstruetion,  all  activities  would  be 
halted  and  the  Natural  Resources  Manager  contacted.  Construction  activities  would  not  resume 
without  concurrence  from  the  Natural  Resources  Manager. 

Terrestrial  Wildlife 

EP/AT  projeets  may  temporarily  impact  wildlife  in  the  projeet  area  during  eonstruetion,  such  as 
displacement  or  mortality  of  individuals.  The  loss  of  a  small  number  of  individuals  would  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  the  wildlife  population  and  would  not  result  in  a  long-term  impact 
on  the  biological  community.  Any  projects  resulting  in  the  removal  of  trees  would  require 
eoordination  with  the  Natural  Resouree  Manager  to  assure  the  projeet  is  eompliant  with  the 
INRMP  and  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act.  Eong-term  impacts  related  to  habitat  loss  would 
result;  however,  this  would  not  be  a  significant  impact  due  to  the  amount  of  available  habitat  in 
the  area. 

Aquatic  Wildlife 

EP/AT  projeets  to  support  new  operations  would  not  impaet  aquatic  species  at  Dyess  APB.  No 
eonstruetion  aetivities  would  be  performed  in  any  streams,  ponds,  or  ereeks. 
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5. 3.7.10  Cultural  Resources 

There  are  no  known  arehaeological  resourees  sites  present  on  Dyess  AFB.  The  Draft  CIP  EA 
was  provided  to  the  SHPO  for  review  and  eoneurrenee.  In  their  response  letter,  dated  24  August 
2010  (Appendix  E),  SHPO  indicated  only  a  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  has  been  surveyed  for 
archaeological  resources  and  requested  that  individual  construction  projects  be  reviewed  for 
archaeological  resources.  Additional  archaeological  surveys  are  ongoing,  and  are  anticipated  to 
be  completed  by  December  2011.  If  any  archaeological  sites  that  may  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP 
are  identified,  the  AF  will  coordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine  management  strategies  to  include 
in  the  ICRMP.  Projects  evaluated  in  this  EA  will  defer  to  approved  management  strategies  in 
future  ICRMP  revisions  in  order  to  minimize  or  mitigate  potential  adverse  impacts.  Construction 
of  EP/AT  projects  that  are  located  in  areas  that  have  not  been  surveyed  for  archaeological 
resources  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Dyess  APB  Cultural  Resources  Manager,  who  would  consult 
with  SHPO,  as  appropriate. 

PP/AT  projects  located  in  the  undeveloped  areas  of  the  Base  and  around  the  Base  perimeter 
would  not  affect  known  historic  resources  on  Base.  Additionally,  projects  involving  buildings 
and  structures  not  listed  on  the  NRHP  or  considered  not  eligible  for  listing  on  the  NRHP  would 
have  no  impact  on  historic  resources.  These  projects  would  be  carried  out  in  accordance  with 
military  protocols  and  architectural  styles.  Therefore,  the  AP  has  made  the  determination  of  “No 
Historic  Properties  Affected”  for  projects  located  in  remote  areas  of  the  Base. 

PP/AT  projects  involving  buildings  or  structures  listed  on  the  NRHP  or  considered  eligible  for 
listing  on  the  NRHP  have  the  potential  to  impact  historic  properties.  Therefore,  the  AP  has  made 
a  determination  of  “Historic  Properties  Affected”  for  these  types  of  projects.  Consultation  with 
the  SHPO  would  be  required  for  these  projects  to  establish  minimization  measures  to  preserve 
the  historic  resource. 

In  the  event  that  cultural  resources  are  encountered  during  demolition  or  construction  activities, 
work  would  be  stopped  and  the  Dyess  APB  Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  be  notified. 
Work  would  not  resume  until  appropriate  coordination  has  been  completed. 

5.3. 7.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

If  a  spill  of  hazardous  or  toxic  substances  should  occur  during  the  construction  period,  the 
construction  contractor  would  notify  the  Environmental  Plight  immediately  for  direction  on 
corrective  measures  and  reporting  requirements.  Any  hazardous  or  petroleum  wastes  resulting 
from  this  alternative  would  be  disposed  of  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 
Therefore,  these  projects  would  not  impact  the  local  environment. 

5.3. 7. 12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

There  are  no  active  ERP  sites  located  at  Dyess  APB.  All  ERP  sites  have  been  closed  to  a 
standard  allowing  industrial  land  use  or  better  (Figure  4-6).  Any  PP/AT  projects  involving 
excavation  at  a  former  ERP  sites  would  require  coordination  with  the  ERP  Manager  to  assure  the 
proper  disposal  of  removed  soils  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 
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If  the  proposed  projeet  would  impact  one  of  the  four  capped  sites,  coordination  with  the  ERP 
Manager  would  be  required  to  assure  the  cap  integrity  is  restored  post-project.  With  these 
measures,  FP/AT  projects  would  have  no  impact  on  the  ERP. 

5. 3. 7. 13  Cumulative  Impacts 

All  new  facilities  and  force  protection  structures  would  be  compatible  with  existing  land  use 
strategies;  therefore,  constructing  these  types  of  facilities  would  not  result  in  adverse  cumulative 
impacts  greater  in  scope  or  magnitude  than  individual  impacts.  Additionally,  combining  FP/AT 
projects  with  other  actions  occurring  at  Dyess  AFB  would  not  result  in  cumulative 
environmental  impacts  that  would  be  greater  in  scope  or  magnitude  than  the  individual  impacts 
evaluated  in  this  document. 

5.4  ACQUISITION  AND  DISPOSAL  OF  REAL  PROPERTY 

The  transfer  of  ownership  of  surrounding  properties  is  not  expected  to  have  any  impacts  since 
the  lands  will  not  be  developed  and  their  usage  will  not  be  noticeably  altered.  Under  this  EA,  the 
stipulations  require  that  the  property  would  be  compatible  with  surrounding  land  use.  In 
addition,  a  Phase  I  EBS  (ASTM  2005)  will  be  conducted  for  each  property  to  document  the 
nature,  magnitude,  and  extent  of  any  environmental  contamination  of  the  property  prior  to 
transfer  of  ownership  and  to  provide  an  environmental  condition  of  property  category  based  on 
past  land  use.  Therefore,  these  types  of  project  would  have  no  impact  on  any  environmental 
resources  discussed  in  this  EA.  Any  extenuating  circumstances  would  need  further 
environmental  documentation,  such  as  a  SEA,  project-specific  EA,  or  EIS,  as  appropriate. 

5.5  MODIFY  EXISTING  BUILDINGS 

5.5.1  Climate  and  Meteorology 

Modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations  would  not  impact  climate  or 
meteorology. 

5.5.2  Topography 

Modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations  would  not  impact  topography  of  the 
immediate  area. 

5.5.3  Geology  and  Soils 

Modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations  would  not  impact  geology.  A  temporary 
impact  to  local  soils  may  be  experienced  during  construction  if  any  exterior  modification  is 
required.  Soils  beneath  a  new  exterior  addition  would  be  permanently  impacted.  BMPs  (e.g., 
watering  down  the  work  area)  would  be  utilized  during  construction  activities  if  dust  and  wind 
erosion  were  to  become  a  problem.  BMPs  (e.g.,  silt  fences,  hay  bales)  would  be  utilized  to 
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minimize  soil  erosion  during  the  construetion  phase.  All  soil  impacts  would  be  considered 
minor. 

5.5.4  Public  Health  and  Safety 

All  work  sites  would  be  surrounded  by  construction  fence  to  limit  access  to  authorized 
personnel.  In  addition,  Dyess  AFB  is  a  restricted  access  facility  and  this  action  would  not  impact 
emergency  services.  Therefore,  no  adverse  impacts  on  public  health  or  safety  would  be  expected 
with  any  construction  activities. 

5.5.5  Socioeconomics/Environmental  Justice 

There  are  no  socioeconomic  or  Environmental  Justice  issues  at  Dyess  AFB.  A  small,  beneficial 
economic  impact  to  the  Abilene  area  may  result  due  to  the  purchase  of  goods  and  services 
associated  with  this  alternative. 

5.5.6  Noise 

There  may  be  a  temporary  increase  in  noise  levels  in  the  immediate  project  area  during 
construction  activities.  This  impact  would  be  limited  to  daytime  work  hours.  Since  Dyess  AFB 
is  an  active  military  base  with  daily  airfield  operations  (landings  and  takeoffs),  a  temporary, 
localized  increase  in  noise  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact  to  the  Base 
community.  Construction  activities  would  not  impact  the  Dyess  AFB  AICUZ  guidelines. 

5.5.7  Air  Quality 

Short-term,  localized  impacts  to  air  quality  may  result  from  construction  activities.  Impacts 
would  likely  result  from  fossil  fuel  use,  particulate  emissions  from  soil  disturbance,  and  use  of 
materials  containing  VOCs.  Fossil  fuel  emissions  would  produce  carbon  monoxide,  nitrogen 
oxides,  sulfur  dioxide,  and  hazardous  pollutants.  BMPs  would  be  utilized  to  reduce  any 
particulate  emissions.  All  construction-related  impacts  would  be  localized  and  temporary  and 
would  not  result  in  a  change  to  the  overall  air  quality  at  Dyess  AFB  and  surrounding  area. 

Several  operational  activities  at  Dyess  AFB  produce  VOC,  particulate,  and  other  chemical 
emissions.  Dyess  currently  operates  under  a  Permit  by  Rule  designation  with  the  TCEQ.  This 
alternative  could  potentially  alter  or  expand  existing  operations.  All  operations  that  produce 
emissions  regulated  by  the  TCEQ  located  in  the  modified  buildings  would  comply  with  the 
current  Permit  by  Rule  requirements  outlined  in  the  current  lAQMP  (Dyess  2005a).  Therefore, 
no  significant  adverse  impacts  would  result  from  any  potential  operations  that  may  result  from 
this  alternative. 

5.5.8  Water  Resources 

Modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations  would  not  impact  surface  water 
hydrology  or  groundwater  resources.  There  is  the  potential  that  surface  water  quality  would  be 
impacted  from  the  operation  and  storage  of  heavy  machinery  or  disturbance  of  soils  during 
construction  and  renovation.  BMPs,  including  silt  fences  and  hay  bales,  would  be  employed  to 
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minimize  the  movement  of  pollutants  and  sedimentation.  All  eonstruetion  impaets  would  be 
minor  and  would  not  extend  past  the  eonstruetion  period. 

Several  operational  aetivities  utilize  outside  storage  for  fuels,  materials,  and  equipment  that  may 
impaet  surfaee  water  quality.  All  additional  shop  faeilities  that  may  result  from  this  alternative 
are  subjeet  to  the  requirements  and  BMPs  outlined  in  the  eurrent  SWPPP.  BMPs  identified  in 
the  SWPPP  are  designed  to  minimize  and  mitigate  potential  surfaee  water  eontamination.  With 
these  proeedures  in  plaee,  no  significant  adverse  impacts  would  be  expected  with  these  project 
types. 

This  alternative  would  not  involve  new  construction  of  structures.  If  an  existing  structure  was 
located  in  a  floodplain,  modification  of  that  structure  would  be  limited  so  no  additional  impacts 
to  the  floodplain  would  occur. 

5.5.9  Biological  Resources 
Wetlands 

No  construction  fill  or  debris  would  be  placed  in  any  wetland  areas.  BMPs  would  be 
implemented  during  construction  activities  to  minimize  sedimentation  and  the  movement  of 
debris  to  off-site  areas.  Therefore,  modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations 
would  not  impact  any  wetlands. 

Vegetation 

Modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations  would  not  impact  vegetation.  The 
developed  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  is  either  paved  or  landscaped.  If  any  exterior  modification  or 
construction  of  additional  structures  would  occur,  temporary  impacts  on  vegetation  may  be 
experienced.  Upon  completion  of  construction  activities,  all  disturbed  areas  would  be 
landscaped  and  revegetated  according  to  the  current  INRMP.  Any  removed  vegetation  would  be 
disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the  current  INRMP  to  minimize  the  spread  of  invasive  plant 
species  such  as  mesquite.  Permanent  vegetation  loss  would  be  limited  to  the  immediate  footprint 
of  any  new  addition  to  an  existing  facility;  however,  this  would  not  be  a  significant  impact  in 
relation  to  the  total  vegetated  area  on  Base. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

Modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations  would  not  have  an  impact  on  any  federal 
or  state  listed  T&E  species.  All  activities  would  be  conducted  in  accordance  with  the 
management  goals  and  objectives  outlined  in  the  current  INRMP.  If  any  T&E  species  were 
encountered  during  construction,  all  activities  would  be  halted  and  the  Natural  Resources 
Manager  contacted.  Construction  activities  would  not  resume  without  concurrence  from  the 
Natural  Resources  Manager. 
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Terrestrial  Wildlife 

These  actions  may  temporarily  impact  wildlife  in  the  project  area  during  construction,  such  as 
displacement  or  mortality  of  individuals.  The  loss  of  a  small  number  of  individuals  would  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  the  wildlife  population  and  would  not  result  in  a  long-term  impact 
on  the  biological  community.  Any  projects  resulting  in  the  removal  of  trees  would  require 
coordination  with  the  Natural  Resource  Manager  to  assure  the  project  is  compliant  with  the 
INRMP  and  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act.  Long-term  impacts  related  to  habitat  loss  would 
result;  however,  this  would  not  be  a  significant  impact  due  to  the  amount  of  available  habitat  in 
the  area. 

Aquatic  Wildlife 

No  construction  activities  would  be  performed  in  any  streams,  ponds,  or  creeks.  With  the 
implementation  of  BMPs,  modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations  would  not 
impact  aquatic  species  at  Dyess  AFB. 

5.5.10  Cultural  Resources 

There  are  no  known  archaeological  resources  sites  present  on  Dyess  AFB.  The  Draft  CIP  EA 
was  provided  to  the  SFIPO  for  review  and  concurrence.  In  their  response  letter,  dated  24  August 
2010  (Appendix  E),  SHPO  indicated  that  only  a  portion  of  Dyess  AFB  has  been  surveyed  for 
archaeological  resources  and  requested  that  individual  construction  projects  be  reviewed  for 
archaeological  resources.  Additional  archaeological  surveys  are  ongoing,  and  are  anticipated  to 
be  completed  by  December  2011.  If  any  archaeological  sites  that  may  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP 
are  identified,  the  AF  will  coordinate  with  SHPO  to  determine  management  strategies  to  include 
in  the  ICRMP.  Projects  evaluated  in  this  EA  will  defer  to  approved  management  strategies  in 
future  ICRMP  revisions  in  order  to  minimize  or  mitigate  potential  adverse  impacts.  Construction 
projects  which  would  modify  the  footprint  of  existing  buildings  located  in  areas  that  have  not 
been  surveyed  for  archaeological  resources  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Dyess  APB  Cultural 
Resources  Manager,  who  would  consult  with  SHPO,  as  appropriate. 

Projects  involving  not  listed  or  non-eligible  properties  would  have  no  effect  on  historic 
properties.  Therefore,  for  these  types  of  projects,  the  AF  has  made  the  determination  of  “No 
Historic  Properties  Affected.” 

Projects  involving  the  modification  of  a  listed  structure  or  structures  eligible  for  listing  on  the 
NRHP  have  the  potential  to  impact  historic  resources.  Therefore,  for  these  types  of  projects,  the 
AF  has  made  the  determination  of  “Historic  Properties  Affected”  and  consultation  with  the 
SHPO  would  be  required  to  establish  minimization  measures. 

In  the  event  that  cultural  resources  are  encountered  during  demolition  or  construction  activities 
that  modify  the  footprint  of  existing  buildings,  work  would  be  stopped  and  the  Dyess  AFB 
Cultural  Resources  Manager  would  be  notified.  Work  would  not  resume  until  appropriate 
coordination  has  been  completed. 
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5.5.11  Hazardous  and  Toxic  Materials  and  Wastes 

If  a  spill  of  hazardous  or  toxic  substances  should  occur  during  the  construction  period,  the 
construction  contractor  would  notify  the  Environmental  Flight  immediately  for  direction  on 
corrective  measures  and  reporting  requirements.  Any  hazardous  or  petroleum  wastes  resulting 
from  this  alternative  would  be  disposed  of  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations. 
Certain  faeilities  may,  upon  completion,  utilize  hazardous  materials  and  generate  hazardous 
waste  during  regular  operations.  These  operations  would  be  subject  to  all  rules  and  requirements 
outlined  in  the  current  Dyess  IWMP  and  would  not  result  in  a  significant  adverse  impact. 

5.5.12  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

There  are  no  active  ERP  sites  located  at  Dyess  AFB.  All  ERP  sites  have  been  closed  to  a 
standard  allowing  industrial  land  use  or  better  (Figure  4-6).  Several  buildings  at  Dyess  AFB  are 
eurrently  located  on  or  near  a  closed  ERP  site.  If  excavation  were  required  to  complete  the 
building  modification  or  additions  at  one  of  these  locations,  coordination  with  ERP  Manager 
would  be  required  to  assure  the  proper  disposal  of  the  soil  according  to  federal,  state,  and  local 
regulations,  as  this  soil  would  not  be  useable  for  off-site  fdl. 

If  the  proposed  project  would  impact  one  of  the  four  capped  sites,  eoordination  with  the  ERP 
Manager  would  be  required  to  assure  the  cap  integrity  is  restored  post-project.  With  these 
measures,  modification  of  existing  buildings  would  have  no  impact  on  the  ERP. 

5.5.13  Cumulative  Impacts 

Modifying  existing  buildings  to  support  new  operations  would  occur  in  previously  developed 
areas.  All  facilities  would  be  eompatible  with  existing  land  use  strategies;  therefore,  these 
aetions  would  not  result  in  adverse  eumulative  impacts  greater  in  scope  or  magnitude  than 
individual  impacts.  Additionally,  combining  modification  projects  with  other  actions  occurring 
at  Dyess  AFB  would  not  result  in  cumulative  environmental  impacts  that  would  be  greater  in 
scope  or  magnitude  than  the  individual  impacts  evaluated  in  this  document. 
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5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 
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7.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

27596 

219-944 

FNWZ043002 

27,000 

9.  COST  ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

U/M 

QUANTITY 

UNIT 

COST 

COST 

($000) 

BASE  CIVIL  ENGINEER  COMPLEX 

17,850 

BCE  MAINTENACE  SHOPS 

SM 

3,226 

1,704 

(  5,497  ) 

BCE  ADMINISTRATION 

SM 

4, 668 

2,411 

(  11,255  ) 

BCE  WAREHOUSE  STORAGE 

SM 

695 

1,420 

(  987  ) 

FORCE  PROTECTION 

SM 

8,589 

13 

(  112  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

6,  034 

UTILITIES 

LS 

(  936) 

SITE  IMPROVEMENTS 

LS 

(  728  ) 

PAVEMENTS 

LS 

(  1,351) 

DEMOLITION 

SM 

7,600 

255 

(  1,934) 

SPECIAL  FOUNDATION 

SM 

8,590 

78 

(  670  ) 

COMMUNICATION  SUPPORT 

LS 

(  415) 

SUBTOTAL 

23, 884 

CONTINGENCY  (5.0%) 

1,194 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

25, 078 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (5.7%) 

1,429 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

26, 507 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

27,000 

EQUIPMENT  FROM  OTHER  APPROPRIATIONS  (NON-ADD) 

(  2,300.0  ) 

10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Reinforced  concrete  foundation  and 
floor  slab,  structural  frame,  walls  and  roof  systems  with  combination  masonry  and 
stucco  finish  and  pitched  metal  roof  for  Base  Engineer  Administration .  Pre¬ 
engineered  structure  with  reinforced  concrete  foundation  and  slab  and  combination 
masonry,  stucco,  and  metal  finish,  and  pitched  metal  roofs  for  maintenance  shops, 
warehouses,  and  covered  storage.  Work  to  include  necessary  mechanical,  electrical, 
fire  protection,  communication  support  for  voice  and  data  transmission,  pavements 
with  curbs  and  gutters,  sidewalks,  and  security  fencing.  Anti-terrorism/force 
protection  measure  to  comply  with  DoD  minimum  construction  standards .  Includes 
7,600  SM  of  demolition  work  incorporating  14  facilities.  Parking  for  both 
government  and  personal  vehicles,  demolition  of  14  separate  facilities,  and  special 
foundation  requirements  due  to  expansive  soils  are  key  reasons  for  increased 
Supporting  Facilities  costs. 

Air  Conditioning:  260  Tons 


11.  Requirement:  11495  SM  Adequate:  2905  SM  Substandard:  8590  SM 
PROJECT:  Construct  New  Base  Civil  Engineer  Complex  (Current  Mission) 

REQUIREMENT:  An  adequately  sized,  configured,  and  sited  facility  is  required  for 

Base  Civil  Engineer  (BCE)  personnel  to  receive,  process,  solve,  and  implement  a 
solution  to  BCE ' s  customers  problems .  One  facility  is  required  to  consolidate  BCE 
personnel  who  are  currently  working  out  of  fifteen  different  buildings  scattered 
throughout  the  installation.  Force  protection  measures  will  be  incorporated  lAW 
USAF  Installation  Force  Protection  Guide. 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  The  existing  facilities  were  built  in  1956  and  are  functionally 
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inadequate  for  the  modern  workforce .  The  facilities  are  not  life  cycle  cost 
effective  to  retain  or  improve  to  current  Air  Force  standards.  The  outdated 
facilities  negatively  impact  the  productivity  of  the  Civil  Engineer  functions  to 
include  the  Command  section.  Operations,  Engineering,  Environmental,  and  Resources, 
and  are  especially  detrimental  for  retention  of  quality  Air  Force  personnel  who  are 
responsible  for  the  vital  operations  of  maintaining  the  base  infrastructure .  No 
space  exists  for  growth  within  the  existing  facilities  as  all  available  resources 
are  being  utilized. 


IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED :  BCE  personnel  will  continue  to  work  in  substandard  and 
separated  facilities,  which  degrades  mission  accomplishment  and  degrades  the  morale 
of  Base  Civil  Engineer  personnel.  Geographical  separation  impedes  efficient 
communication  among  functional  units,  and  hinders  daily  work  proficiency  and 
overall  mission  accomplishment . 

ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  "Facility  Requirements".  EA  required.  Base  Civil  Engineer:  Lt  Col 
Christopher  G.  Duffy  (325)  696-2250,  DSN  461-2250.  (Base  Civil  Engineer  Complex: 
8,589  SM  =  92,450  SF.) 


JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components . 
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2.  DATE 
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3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 
DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  TEXAS 


4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

BASE  CIVIL  ENGINEER  COMPLEX 


5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7  . 

PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

27596 

219-944 

FNWZ043002 

27,000 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  - 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e)  : 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs 

(c)  Total 

(d)  Contract 

(e)  In-house 


YES 


NO 

NO 

($000) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 

b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 
COMMUNICATION  EQUIPMENT 
FURNISHINGS /USER  EQUIPMENT 


PROCURING 

APPROPRIATION 

3400 

3400 


FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 
OR  REQUESTED 

2010 

2010 


COST 

($000) 

300 

2,000 
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CONSOLIDATED  FABRICATION  FLIGHT  FACILITY 

13, 990 

FABRICATION  FLIGHT  FACILITY 

SM 

5,  750 

2,409 

(  13, 852  ) 

ANTITERRORISM/FORCE  PROTECTION 

SM 

5,  750 

24 

(  138  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

5,  530 

UTILITIES 

LS 

(  779) 

PAVEMENTS 

LS 

(  1,557) 

SITE  IMPROVEMENTS 

LS 

(  949 ) 

SPECIAL  FOUNDATION 

SM 

5,750 

156 

(  897  ) 

DEMOLITION 

SM 

4,262 

260 

(  1,108) 

COMMUNICATIONS  SUPPORT 

LS 

(  240) 

SUBTOTAL 

19,  519 

CONT INGENCY  (5.0%) 

976 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

20,495 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (5.7%) 

1,168 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

21, 664 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

22,000 

EQUIPMENT  FROM  OTHER  APPROPRIATIONS  (NON-ADD) 

(  602.0  ) 

10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Metal  frame  structure  with  masonry  and 
insulated  metal  walls,  reinforced  concrete  foundations  on  drilled  piers,  concrete 
floor  slabs,  standing  seam  metal  roof,  utilities,  pavement,  site  improvements, 
communication  support,  fire  detection/protection,  landscaping,  demolition  of  seven 
facilities,  and  all  other  necessary  support.  Force  protection  includes  reinforced 
exterior  walls  and  fully  laminated  windows .  Pavements  for  government  operations 
and  staff  parking,  demolition  of  seven  facilities,  special  foundation  due  to 
expansive  soils,  and  utilities  for  industrial  operations  collectively  contribute  to 
increased  Supporting  Facilities  costs.  Project  demolishes  seven  facilities 
totaling  4,262  SM. 

Air  Conditioning:  240  Tons 

11.  Requirement:  13934  SM  Adequate:  3249  SM  Substandard:  6486  SM 

PROJECT:  Construct  a  Consolidated  Fabrication  Flight  Facility.  (Current  Mission). 

REQUIREMENT:  Adequate  facilities  are  required  for  specialized  aircraft  maintenance 

activities  for  the  structural  maintenance  workshop,  metal  technology  workshop, 
welding  shop,  corrosion  control  shop,  non-destructive  inspection  lab,  and  survival 
equipment  shop . 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  The  current  fabrication  shop  was  constructed  in  1960  for 
munitions  maintenance  activities .  It  currently  houses  Metals  Technology  and 
Structural  Maintenance  elements  of  the  Fabrication  Flight.  The  survival  equipment 
shop  currently  operates  out  of  space  in  one  of  the  large  warehouses  for  lack  of 
more  appropriate  space.  The  corrosion  control  shop  is  located  in  a  substandard  50 
year  old  facility  originally  constructed  as  a  semipermanent  warehouse .  The  NDI  lab 
is  located  in  a  small  building  across  the  base  from  the  shops  that  fabricate  and 
maintain  the  parts  this  lab  must  inspect .  These  substandard  and  fragmented 
facilities  fail  to  adequately  provide  proper  working  conditions  for  the  Fabrication 
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Flight  to  employ  modern  maintenance  standards  and  efficiently  produce  and  maintain 
critical  aircraft  parts.  Adequate  space  is  not  provided  to  manufacture  needed 
aircraft  parts,  disassemble/reassemble  aircraft  parts  for  maintenance,  incorporate 
latest  technology  maintenance  equipment  and  provide  space  for  secure  equipment  and 
tool  storage .  Lighting  conditions  in  the  welding  and  corrosion  facilities  are 
insufficient  for  personnel  working  at  night.  This  results  in  additional 
inspections  of  all  work  accomplished  during  these  periods .  Inadequate  ventilation 
in  the  heat  treating,  welding  and  corrosion  control  areas  limits  summer  season 
operations  due  to  heat  stress.  In  addition,  improper  climate  control  in  the 
corrosion  control  facility  results  in  ongoing  rework  when  temperatures  vary  outside 
of  allowable  tolerances . 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  Poor  facility  conditions  will  continue  to  result  in 
excessive  aircraft  part  repair  times  and  quality  of  repairs .  Manpower  resources 
will  be  depleted  by  physical  environmental  conditions  such  as  inadequate  lighting 
and  ventilation.  Repairs  will  continue  to  require  reinspection  and  rework. 
ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  "Faciity  Requirements".  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options  for 
accomplishing  this  project  (status  quo,  renovation,  upgrade/removal,  new 
construction)  was  completed.  It  indicates  there  is  only  one  option  that  will  meet 
operational  requirements.  Civil  Engineer:  Lt  Col  Christopher  G.  Duffy,  (325)  696- 
2250;  (Consolidated  Fabrication  Flight  Facility:  5,750  SM  =  61,890  SF) 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components . 
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3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 
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4.  PROJECT  TITLE 
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5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7  . 

PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 
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12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed 


YES 


NO 


(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e) :  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  0 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(c)  Total  0 

(d)  Contract  0 

(e)  In-house  0 

(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 


b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


PROCURING 

FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 

COST 

EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 

APPROPRIATION 

OR  REQUESTED 

($000) 

COMMUNICATION 

3400 

2007 

402 

FURNISHINGS 

3400 

2007 

200 
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PRIMARY  FACILITIES 

9,  657 

CONSOLIDATED  OSS/OG  FAC 

SM 

3,  720 

2,577 

(  9,586  ) 

FORCE  PROTECTION 

SM 

3,  720 

19 

(  71  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

3,  229 

UTILITIES 

LS 

(  624) 

SITE  IMPROVEMENTS 

LS 

(  416) 

PAVEMENTS 

LS 

(  728  ) 

DEMOLITION 

SM 

2,  868 

260 

(  746) 

FIRE  PROTECTION 

LS 

(  156) 

SPECIAL  FOUNDATION 

SM 

2,  604 

78 

(  203 ) 

COMMUNICATION  SUPPORT 

LS 

(  356) 

SUBTOTAL 

12,886 

CONT INGENCY  (5.0%) 

644 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

13, 530 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (5.7%) 

771 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

14,302 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

14,400 

EQUIPMENT  FROM  OTHER  APPROPRIATIONS  (NON-ADD) 

(  560.0  ) 

10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Project  is  to  consist  of  a  metal  frame 
structure  with  masonry  walls,  brick  veneer,  reinforced  concrete  foundations  on 
drilled  piers,  concrete  floor  slabs,  and  a  standing  seam  metal  roof.  Project  is  to 
include  associated  fire  protection,  electrical,  mechanical,  and  communications 
systems.  Utilities  such  as  water,  sanitary  sewer,  natural  gas,  electrical,  and 
communications  are  also  included  in  the  project.  Facility  is  to  have  a  reinforced 
structural  frame  and  shatterproof  laminated  glass  windows  to  comply  with  DoD 
minimum  antiterrorism/ force  protection  standards .  Demolition  of  4  existing 
facilities,  construction  of  special  foundation  structure  due  to  expansive  soils, 
and  extensive  site  improvements  and  pavements  contribute  collective  to  increased 
Supporting  Facilities  costs.  Project  demolishes  4  facilities  totaling  2,868  SM. 

Air  Conditioning:  170  Tons 

11.  Requirement:  3720  SM  Adequate:  0  SM  Substandard:  3615  SM 

PROJECT :  Constructs  a  consolidated  Operations  Group  f acilty  to  house  Operations 

Group  (OG)  and  Operations  Support  Squadron  (OSS)  functions  (Current  Mission.) 
REQUIREMENT :  The  new  facility  is  to  provide  a  consolidated  facility  to  house 

Operations  Support  Squadron  (OSS)  and  command  element  of  the  Operations  Group  (OG) . 

This  building  must  meet  the  construction  requirements  of  a  Secure  Compartmented 
Information  Facility  (SCIF) ,  and  support  special  access  security  programs  including 
the  future  mission  requirements  that  are  currently  in  the  POM.  This  facility  must 
house  a  400  seat  auditorium,  a  covered  mobility  cantonment  area,  and  conference 
rooms  for  OG  and  squadron  meetings .  These  conference  rooms  must  be  cleared  to  the 
Top  Secret/Sensitive  Compartmented  Information  (TS/SCI)  level,  and  provide  a  battle 
cab  area  to  enhance  control  in  a  crisis .  The  mobility  area  needs  to  include  indoor 
secure  storage  for  pallets  and  deployable  gear  with  garage  doors  to  enhance  access 
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for  deployments . 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  Existing  facilities  were  constructed  in  mid  1950 's  and 
currently  fail  to  adequately  provide  proper  working  conditions  to  enable  OSS/OG  to 
employ  modern  standards  and  proficiently  perform  command  and  control  functions  in 
response  to  an  ever  increasing  dynamic  warfighting  arena .  Lack  of  facility  space 
limits  the  ability  to  work  efficiently,  incorporate  modern  more  efficient 
equipment,  and  provide  space  for  secure  equipment.  Lighting  in  facilities  is 
insufficient  and  HVAC  systems  do  not  work  effectively.  Inadequate  ventilation  in 
these  areas  of  the  facility  limits  summer  season  operations  due  to  the  increased 
risk  of  heat  stress.  Furthermore,  geographical  distance  between  the  current  OSS 
and  OG  prevents  an  easy  flow  of  information  and  wastes  vital  manpower  resources 
delivering  docinnents  . 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED :  Restructuring  of  the  Air  Force  wings  has  reinstituted  the 
OG ' s  reliance  on  the  OSS .  Collocating  these  organizations  will  synchronize  the 
efforts  of  the  OSS  and  OG  to  conserve  money  and  better  direct  efforts  expended  in 
the  day-to-day  operations  of  5  different  inefficient  buildings.  The  current  SCIF 
does  not  meet  standards  for  higher  clearances .  This  new  building  will  incorporate 
current  force  protection  measures  needed  to  adequately  provide  the  highest  level  of 
protection . 

ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  Facility  Requirements.  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options  for 
accomplishing  this  project  (status  quo,  renovation,  new  construction)  was 
completed.  It  indicated  there  is  only  one  option  that  will  meet  operational 
requirements . 

The  7th  Civil  Engineer  Squadron  Commander  is  Lt  Col  Christopher  G.  Duffy,  DSN  461- 
2250  or  Commercial  (325)  696-2250.  (Consolidated  Operations  Group:  3,720  SM  = 
40,040  SF.) 


JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components . 
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3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 
DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  TEXAS 


4.  PROJECT  TITLE 
CONSOLIDATED  OPERATIONS  GROUP 


5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7  . 

PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 
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141-453 
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14,400 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed 


YES 


NO 


(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e) :  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  0 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(c)  Total  0 

(d)  Contract  0 

(e)  In-house  0 

(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 


b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 
COMMUNICATION  EQUIPMENT 
FURNISHINGS /USER  EQUIPMENT 


PROCURING 

FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 

COST 

APPROPRIATION 

OR  REQUESTED 

($000) 

3400 

2010 

300 

3400 

2010 

260 
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3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 
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4 .  PROJECT  TITLE 
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5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

1 

7.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

27596 

218-868 

FNWZ083008 

2,150 

9.  COST  ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

U/M 

QUANTITY 

UNIT 

COST 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY  FACILITIES 

1,476 

ADD  TO  BLDG  8211  -  PMEL 

SM 

367 

3,  093 

(  1,135  ) 

ALTER  BLDG  8211 

SM 

144 

2,165 

(  312  ) 

SDD  &  EPACT  05  (LEED)  -  2% 

SM 

511 

57 

(  29  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

441 

UTILITIES 

LS 

(  240) 

PAVEMENTS 

LS 

(  100) 

SITE  IMPROVEMENTS 

LS 

o 

CM 

SPECIAL  FOUNDATION 

SM 

367 

85 

(  31) 

FIRE  PROTECTION 

LS 

(  30) 

COMMUNICATIONS  SUPPORT 

LS 

o 

CM 

SUBTOTAL 

1,  917 

CONTINGENCY  (5.0%) 

96 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

2,013 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (5.7%) 

115 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

2,128 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

2,150 

10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Construct  addition  to  Precision 
Measurement  Equipment  Laboratory  (PMEL)  to  include  single  story,  ground  floor, 
reinforced  concrete  slab  construction  with  foundation  piilings,  metal  reinforced 
superstructure,  brick  veneer  walls,  and  metal  roofing.  Work  to  also  include  site 
improvement,  utilities,  pavements,  heating,  ventilation  and  air  conditioning, 
specialty  environmental  controls,  fire  protection,  security  devices,  and 
landscaping.  Air  balancing,  air  flow  and  testing  for  temperature  gradients  are  to 
be  performed  to  ensure  operational  compliance.  Testing  and  temperature  and  humidity 
variation  in  calibration  and  repair  are  to  be  conducted  over  a  specified  time 
period  to  include  seasonal  changes . 

Air  Conditioning:  30  Tons 


11.  Requirement:  1034  SM  Adequate:  611  SM  Substandard:  0  SM 

PROJECT :  Add  and  alter  Precision  Measurement  Equipment  Laboratory  (Current 

Mission) . 

REQUIREMENT :  Construct  addition  to  Precision  Measurement  Equipment  Laboratory  to 

enlarge  facility  to  meet  minimum  requirements  established  in  AFMAN  32-1094 
critieria  for  Air  Force  Precision  Measurement  Equipment  Laboratory  Design  and 
Construction  to  support  current  and  future  projected  workload. 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  PMEL ' s  workload  of  9,000  items  per  year  requires  a  Plan  D 
facility  (7201  to  10000  items)  lAQ  AFMAN  32-1094,  Table  1  and  additional 
requirements  of  Table  2 .  The  current  facility  does  not  meet  minimum  requirements 
and  will  not  be  able  to  expand  operations  without  the  addition . 


IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED :  The  PMEL  is  one  of  the  critical  areas  evaluated  by 
AFMETCAL  when  certifying  a  laboratory.  A  failure  in  any  one  area  will  result  in 
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certification  pended,  certification  withheld  or  laboratory  recommended  for  closure 
(TO  00-20-14  paragraph  7.4).  AFMETCAL  withheld  certification  during  evaluation  held 
January  2001.  Laboratory  floor  space  has  been  documented  as  a  deficiency  and  this 


lack  of  floor  space  is  affecting  laboratory  capacity  and  workload  requirements. 
ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  Facility  Requirements.  Sustainable  principles  will  be  integrated  into  the 
design,  development,  and  construction  of  the  project  in  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  12423  and  other  applicable  laws  and  Executive  Orders.  The  7th  Civil  Engineer 
Squadron  Commander  is  Lt  Col  Christopher  G.  Duffy,  and  he  can  be  reached  at  (325) 
696-2250.  (ADAL  PMEL  Facility:  1034  SM  =  11130  SF) 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components . 
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12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 


a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs  YES 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed  NO 


(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e) :  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  0 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(c)  Total  0 

(d)  Contract  0 

(e)  In-house  0 


(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 


*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 


b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 
N/A 
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CURRENT  SITUATION :  The  existing  range  cannot  properly  train  airmen  for  current 
deployment  requirements,  including  those  in  support  of  the  GWOT.  The  current 
bullet  collection  system  cannot  withstand  the  impact  of  actual  combat  ammunition. 
The  overhead  baffle  system,  gravel  floor,  and  earthen  side  berms  cannot  adequately 
contain  bullet  trajectories  and  ricochets.  There  is  no  ventilation  system  to 
protect  shooters  and  instructors  from  airborne  lead.  Continuous  workarounds 
include  use  of  plastic  and  non-lead  frangible  munitions  where  possible,  and  the  use 
of  off-base  facilities  in  the  case  of  weapons  for  which  such  munitions  are  not 
available.  Use  of  plastic  and  frangible  munitions  does  not  provide  realistic 
training  and  results  in  incorrectly  sited  weapons.  Use  of  off-base  facilities 
requires  transporting  weapons  and  munitions  over  public  highways,  posing  risks  for 
both  transporters  and  the  general  public.  Traveling  more  90  miles  each  way  for 
training  is  also  an  inefficient  use  of  time  for  instructors  and  airmen  who  have 
limited  time  to  spend  at  their  home  station  with  family  between  deployments. 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  Without  this  project,  airmen  at  Dyess  will  continue  to  be 
deployed  in  the  Global  War  on  Terrorism  with  less  than  optimal  training  in  the  use 
of  their  personal  weapons . 


ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  "Facility  Requirement."  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options 
(status  quo,  renovation,  new  construction)  for  accomplishing  this  project  was  done. 
It  indicates  there  is  onlyone  option  that  will  meet  mission  requirements ;  new 
construction.  Therefore,  a  waiver  to  exception  has  been  prepared.  Sustainable 
principles  will  be  integrated  into  the  design,  development,  and  construction  of  the 
project  in  accordance  with  Executive  Order  12423  and  other  applicable  laws  and 
Executive  orders.  Base  Civil  Engineer:  Lt  Col  Christopher  G.  Duffy,  325-696-2250. 
(Small  Arms  Range  :  21  FP  (Firing  Points),  1,880  SM  =  20,236  SF;  CATM  Addition  238 

SM  =  2,562  SF) . 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components . 
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12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed 


YES 


NO 


(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e) :  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  0 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(c)  Total  0 

(d)  Contract  0 

(e)  In-house  0 

(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 


b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 
COMMUNICATION  EQUIPMENT 
USER  FURNISHINGS  /  EQUIPMENT 


PROCURING 

APPROPRIATION 

3400 

3400 


FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 
OR  REQUESTED 

2010 

2010 


COST 

($000) 

9 

40 
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facility.  A  Personnel  Support  Facility  is  needed  to  improve  operating  procedures, 
reduce  processing  time  and  improve  functional  effectiveness.  Force  Protection  to 
comply  with  minimum  DoD  standards . 

CURRENT  SITUATION :  Current  deployment  tempo  leaves  troops  with  precious  little 
time  at  home  station  with  family.  Current  support  facilities  require  too  much  of 
this  time  to  be  consumed  by  an  inefficient  administrative  bureaucracy.  Key 
personnel  support  functions  are  scattered  across  the  base,  requiring  personnel  to 
make  ninnerous  stops  to  conduct  essential  business  in  substandard,  poorly  configured 
facilities .  Existing  personnel  facility  to  be  demolished  was  constructed  in  the 
1950s  as  a  dormitory.  Facility  is  two  story  and  lacks  handicapped  access 
provisions .  Upgrades  are  not  practical  due  to  structural  deterioration, 
inappropriate  configuration,  and  the  presence  of  asbestos,  lead  base  paint,  and 
other  hazardous  materials.  Consolidation  will  annually  save  hundreds  of  man-hours 
for  both  customers  and  workforce  staff,  and  $30,000  in  yearly  maintenance  and 
utility  costs.  Consolidation  will  also  improve  morale  as  efficient  support 
functions  are  conducive  to  proficient  mission  operations . 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED :  Essential  military  and  civilian  personnel  support 
functions  will  be  forced  to  continue  to  operate  in  dispersed,  substandard,  high 
resource  consuming  facilities .  Troop  morale  will  continue  to  be  negatively 
impacted  by  inefficient,  waste-of-time  administrative  bureaucracy.  Old  facilities 
will  have  to  be  maintained  at  a  high  cost  and  the  Air  Force  initiatives  of 
consolidating  functions  and  demolition  of  outdated  buildings  will  not  be  reached. 
ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  'Facility  Requirement.'  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options  for 
accomplishing  this  project  was  done.  It  indicates  new  construction  is  the  only 
option  that  will  meet  operational  requirements.  BCE:  Lt  Col  Christopher  G.  Duffy, 
325-696-2250.  (Personnel  Support  Facility  2,681  SM  =  28,858  SF.) 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components . 
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12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed 


YES 


NO 


(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e) :  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  0 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(c)  Total  0 

(d)  Contract  0 

(e)  In-house  0 

(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 


b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


PROCURING 

FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 

COST 

EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 

APPROPRIATION 

OR  REQUESTED 

($000) 

COMMUNICATION  EQUIPMENT 

3400 

2011 

105 

FURNISHINGS /EQUIPMENT 

3400 

2011 

800 
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PRIMARY  FACILITIES 

7,370 

DEPLOYMENT  CONTROL  CENTER 

SM 

3,200 

2,281 

(  7,299  ) 

FORCE  PROTECTION 

SM 

3,200 

22 

(  70  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

2,012 

UTILITIES 

LS 

(  331) 

SITE  IMPROVEMENTS 

LS 

(  265) 

PAVEMENTS 

LS 

(  397) 

DEMOLITION 

SM 

2, 164 

254 

(  551) 

FIRE  PROTECTION 

LS 

(  100) 

SPECIAL  FOUNDATION 

SM 

3,200 

76 

(  244) 

COMMUNICATION  SUPPORT 

LS 

(  125) 

SUBTOTAL 

9,  382 

CONT INGENCY  (5.0%) 

469 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

9,  851 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (5.7%) 

562 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

10,413 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

10,400 

EQUIPMENT  FROM  OTHER  APPROPRIATIONS  (NON-ADD) 

(  630.0  ) 

10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Reinforced  concrete  foundations  on 
drilled  piers,  concrete  floor  slabs,  structural  steel  frames,  masonry  walls, 
standing  seam  metal  roofs,  and  associated  fire  protection,  electrical,  mechanical 
and  communications  systems.  Utilities  to  include  water,  sanitary  sewer,  natural 
gas,  electrical,  and  communications.  Increased  cost  for  Supporting  Facilities 
include  demolition  of  existing  facilities,  special  foundation  requirements  due  to 
expansive  soils,  and  communication  support  that  account  for  45%  of  Supporting 
Facilities^  costs.  Comply  with  DoD  minimum  antiterrorism/force  protection 
standards  to  include  reinforced  building  structure,  shatter-proof  glazing,  mass 
notification  and  25  meter  stand  off  vehicle  parking.  This  project  demolishes  two 
facilities  total  2,164  SM. 

Air  Conditioning:  150  Tons 

11.  Requirement:  3200  SM  Adequate:  0  SM  Substandard:  2164  SM 

PROJECT:  Construct  a  Deployment  Control  Center  (DCC)  with  administrative  areas, 

space  for  personnel  processing,  mobility  gear  storage  and  covered  cargo  processing 
area.  (CURRENT  MISSION) 

REQUIREMENT:  Adequate  facilities  are  required  for  DCC  operations,  pre-deployment 

staging,  storage  capabilities  for  associated  mobility  gear  and  cargo  processing. 
CURRENT  SITUATION:  The  current  Deployment  Control  Center  is  in  a  converted  C-130 
nose  dock  that  is  inadequate  due  to  the  layout  of  the  facility .  There  is  not 
enough  room  to  process  deploying  personnel  and  secure  staging  areas  are 
insufficient  in  size  and  configuration.  The  secure  holding  areas  are  too  small  to 
hold  the  number  of  people  being  processed  for  functions  that  regularly  transport 
personnel  to  the  base  theatre  for  staging.  The  processing  line  is  in  a  crowded 
area  that  makes  processing  with  full  mobility  gear  very  difficult  and  time 
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consigning.  There  are  only  two  small  restrooms  (one  male  and  one  female)  which  are 
inadequate  for  the  number  of  deployment  personnel .  Staff  office  space  is  crowded 
and  dispersed,  impeding  efficient  deployment  operations .  There  is  also  no  secure 
area  to  hold  necessary  classified  information  and  operate  SIPRNET  (Secret  Internet 
Protocol  Routing  Network)  secured  communication  system.  The  mobility  bag  warehouse 
does  not  have  a  conveyor  belt  which  is  necessary  for  efficient  bag  issue.  The 
cargo  processing  area  is  currently  outdoors  and  troops  are  constantly  subjected  to 
the  brutal  Texas  heat  and  sun  which  creates  low  troop  morale  due  to  heat  stress  and 
dehydration . 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  The  continued  use  of  substandard  facilities  creates  a 
significantly  higher  potential  for  critical  deployment  processing  errors  and 
mission  delays .  Dyess  AFB  regularly  deploys  members  from  the  317th  Airlift  Group 
and  7th  Bomb  Wing,  as  well  as  performing  regular  exercises  which  are  critical  to 
the  mission  of  Dyess. 

ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  Facility  Requirements.  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options  for 
accomplishing  this  project  (status  quo,  renovation,  upgrade/removal,  new 
construction)  was  done.  It  indicated  there  is  only  one  option  that  will  meet 
operational  requirements.  The  7th  Civil  Engineer  Squadron  Commander  is  Lt  Col 
Christopher  G.  Duffy,  and  can  be  reached  at  (325)696-2250.  Deployment  Control 
Center:  3,200SM  =  34,445  SF. 


JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components . 
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12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed 


YES 


NO 


(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e) :  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  0 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(c)  Total  0 

(d)  Contract  0 

(e)  In-house  0 

(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 


b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 
COMMUNICATION  EQUIPMENT 
USER  FURNISHINGS/STORAGE  BINS 


PROCURING 

FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 

COST 

APPROPRIATION 

OR  REQUESTED 

($000) 

3400 

2010 

100 

3400 

2010 

530 
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Construct  access  roads,  walkways,  and  adequate  parking,  air  base  defense, 
confinement  operations,  squadron  supply  and  may  contain  the  pass  and  identification 
function.  Security  Forces  Operations  facilities  are  frequently  visited  by  active 
duty  personnel,  dependents,  and  high  ranking  government  officials.  To  provide 
adequate  space  for  control  elements,  law  enforcement,  resource  protection 
functions,  force  protection  functions,  personnel  security  reports  and  analysis,  and 
all  security  forces  training.  Storage  space  is  also  required  for  an  emergency 
response  trailer,  two  radar  trailers,  and  other  traffic  management  equipment. 

Comply  with  DoD  interim  minimum  force  protection  construction  standard,  encompass 
administration  space,  customer  support,  armory  (storage,  issue  and  repair) , 
consolidated  dispatch  (911)  center/Base  Defense  Operations  Center,  law  enforcement 
desk,  battle  staff  room,  guard  mount  room,  armory,  weapons  cleaning  room, 
issue/turn-in  room,  looker  rooms,  warehouse  space,  conference  room,  and  lobby  area. 
CURRENT  SITUATION :  SF  functions  are  conducted  from  separate  facilities  spread 
across  the  base,  making  effective  control  and  coordination  of  functions  very 
difficult  and  increases  time  required  for  emergency  responses.  Existing  facilities 
do  not  contain  a  properly  configured  911  call  center,  detention  cells,  training 
rooms,  weapons  vault,  or  evidence  room.  Security  Forces  currently  occupy  a  55  year 
old  former  dining  facility  which  was  renovated  in  the  1990s.  With  the  increase  in 
Security  Forces  manpower  since  11  Sep  01  these  facilities  are  overwhelmed  and 
grossly  inadequate  for  mission  accomplishment.  The  armory  is  too  small,  there  is  no 
vehicle  maintenance  or  storage  and  mobility  equipment  is  stored  in  a  warehouse  two 
miles  away.  Additionally,  the  mobility  warehouse  lacks  environmental  controls  and 
other  mechanical  systems  required  for  daily  operations .  Training,  assembly  and 
weapons  issue  areas  are  inadequate  to  accommodate  any  surge/increase  of  unit 
mission.  Confinement/holding  cells  are  non-existent.  Administrative  and  customer 
service  areas  are  so  close  that  subjects  and  their  victims  and/or  witnesses  could 
potentially  encounter  each  other.  The  existing  interview  room  currently  doubles  as 
an  intoxication/observation  room  and  also  serves  as  the  only  available  space  for  a 
much  needed  SIPRNET  room.  Personnel  waste  valuable  time  traveling  between  remote 
buildings  hindering  mission  capabilities .  The  dispersal  of  functions  also  creates 
problems  for  all  base  personnel  and  the  general  public  seeking  service  because  law 
enforcement,  pass  and  registration,  and  management  security  functions  are  all  in 
separate  buildings .  These  facilities  are  deteriorating  and  have  become 
economically  inefficient  to  repair  and  maintain.  Continued  aging  and  deterioration 
further  taxes  limited  repair  and  maintenance  funds  and  adversely  impacts  the  SF 
operations  mission.  The  facility  does  not  meet  current  AT/FP  'standoff 
requirements.  None  of  the  SF  facilities  are  handicap  equipped. 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  The  base  will  continue  to  spend  scarce  O&M  dollars  by 
operating  in  inefficient  facilities.  The  Security  Forces  Squadron  will  continue  to 
need/use  Operational  Risk  Management  while  in  non-compliance  with  security  policy . 
Vehicles  and  personnel  will  remain  dispersed  at  various  facilities  in  order  to 
alleviate  vulnerabilities  and  overcrowded  conditions .  Lack  of  detention  cells  will 
continue  to  burden  security  forces  with  excessive  transportation  of  confined 
personnel  to  and  from  off-base  facilities.  Our  troops  will  not  receive  the  best 
possible  training  before  being  deployed,  which  they  need  to  enhance  our  national 
security.  Daily  operations  will  continue  to  be  hindered  and  costly  work-arounds 
will  remain  in  effect  to  accomplish  the  mission.  Productivity,  efficiency, 
effectiveness,  and  quality  of  life  are  negatively  impacted  by  not  having  an 
adequate  facility  to  meet  mission  needs  or  subsequent  mission  increases .  The 
current  facility  will  continue  to  be  overcrowded  due  to  available  space,  training 
functions  will  continue  to  be  limited,  and  office  space  will  continue  to  have 
double  and  triple  occupancy  loads.  The  unit's  ability  to  support  projected  manpower 
increases  and  Aerospace  Expeditionary  Forces  requirements  with  properly  trained  and 
equipped  unit  type  codes  will  be  degraded.  Law  enforcement  coordination  efforts 
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will  be  hampered  by  multiple,  scattered  facilities.  Security  Forces  command  and 
control  will  continue  to  be  fractured  and  unity  of  command  endangered.  Support  for 
the  combatant  command  commanders  requires  the  centralized  management  afforded  by  a 
single  facility.  Man-hours  lost  to  indirect  production  will  increase  as  squadron 
manning  grows,  "esprit  de  corps"  will  decline  and  retention  may  suffer.  Visitors 
to  the  unit  are  forced  to  wait  in  hallways,  and  criminal  suspects  cannot  be 
adequately  separated  from  witnesses,  causing  a  potential  failure  of  investigations. 

Security  of  war  readiness  materials  are  at  risk  by  lack  of  control . 

ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  Facility  Requirements.  Sustainable  principles  will  be  integrated  into  the 
design,  development,  and  construction  of  the  project  in  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  12423  and  other  applicable  laws  and  Executive  Orders.  The  7th  Civil  Engineer 
Squadron  Commander  is  Lt  Col  Christopher  G.  Duffy,  and  he  can  be  reached  at  (325) 
696-2250.  Consolidated  Security  Forces  Facility:  4,506  SM  =  48,502  SF . 


In  addition,  a  separate  dog  kennel  facility  with  support  building,  exercise  yard, 
and  training  area  are  required  for  proper  working  dog  handling.  The  facility 
should  have  sleeping  quarters  for  50%  of  the  units  manpower  to  facility  manning  in 
increased  FPCONS,  the  facility  should  have  shower  facilities  and  indoor  exercise 
area  to  contain  cardio  equipment,  machine  weights,  free  weights,  and  group 
exercise . 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components . 
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12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 


(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs  YES 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed  NO 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e)  : 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs 

(c)  Total 

(d)  Contract 

(e)  In-house 

(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 


b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 
N/A 


($000) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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motivated  airman  so  to  be  mission  ready  to  fly  and  fix  aircraft,  deploy,  and 
operate  safely  on  and  off  duty. 

ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  Facility  Requirements.  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options  for 
accomplishing  this  project  (status  quo,  renovation,  upgrade/removal,  new 
construction)  indicates  there  is  only  one  option  that  will  meet  operational 
requirements;  new  construction.  A  Certificate  of  Exception  has  been  prepared. 
Sustainable  principles,  to  include  Life  Cycle  cost-effective  practices,  will  be 
integrated  into  the  design,  development  and  construction  of  this  project  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  13423,  10  USC  2802  (c)  and  other  applicable  laws 
and  Executive  Orders.  The  7th  Civil  Engineer  Squadron  Commander  is  Lt  Col 
Christopher  G.  Duffy,  and  can  be  reached  at  (325)  696 -2250 . Enlisted  Dormitory: 
4,749  SM  =  51,120  SF. 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components. 
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12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 


a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs  YES 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2011 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed  NO 


(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e)  :  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  0 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(c)  Total  0 

(d)  Contract  0 

(e)  In-house  0 


(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 


*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 


b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


PROCURING 

FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 

COST 

EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 

APPROPRIATION 

OR  REQUESTED 

($000) 

COMMUNICATION  EQUIPMENT 

3400 

2013 

500 

FURNISHINGS/SUPPORT  EQUIPMENT 

3400 

2013 

800 
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1.  COMPONENT 


FY  2012  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2.  DATE 


PRIMARY  FACILITY 

6,  196 

MISSION  OPERATIONS  CENTER 

SM 

2,  624 

2,315 

(  6,075  ) 

SDD  &  EPACT  05 

SM 

2,  624 

46 

(  121  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

5,123 

UTILITIES 

LS 

(  1,255) 

SITE  IMPROVEMENTS 

LS 

(  608  ) 

PAVEMENTS 

LS 

(  485) 

FIRE  PROTECTION 

LS 

(  288  ) 

PASSIVE  FORCE  PROTECTION 

LS 

(  551) 

SPECIAL  FOUNDATION 

SM 

1,575 

75 

(  118) 

DEMOLITION 

SM 

2,443 

269 

(  658) 

COMMUNICATION  SUPPORT 

LS 

(  1,160) 

SUBTOTAL 

11,319 

CONTINGENCY  (5.0%) 

566 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

11,885 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (5.7%) 

677 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

12,563 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

12,600  ) 

EQUIPMENT  FROM  OTHER  APPROPRIATIONS  (NON-ADD) 

(  1,720 

10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Site  preparation,  reinforced  concrete 
drilled  pier  foundation,  structural  slab  on  grade,  structure  of  masonry  and  steel 
with  brick  veneer,  standing  seam  metal  roof,  utilities,  communication  support,  fire 
detection/protection  systems,  access  road,  parking,  sidewalks,  site  improvements, 
landscaping,  passive  force  protection  measures  which  includes  bollards  and  barriers 
to  comply  with  base  barrier  plan  and  the  DoD  minimum  antiterrorism  standards, 
relocation  of  service  communication  lines  that  cross  the  facility  site,  asbestos 
abatement  and  demolition  (2,443  SM) .  Special  foundation  requirements  due  to 
expansive  soils  and  extensive  site  communication  work  are  key  factors  that 
collectively  result  in  increased  supporting  facilities  costs.  This  project  will 
comply  with  DoD  antiterrorism/force  protection  requirements  per  Unified  Facilities 
Criteria . 

Air  Conditioning:  100  Tons 


11.  Requirement:  2624  SM  Adequate:  0  SM  Substandard:  3594  SM 
PROJECT :  Construct  a  Mission  Operations  Center.  (CURRENT  MISSION) 

REQUIREMENT :  Adequate  and  efficient  facilities  are  required  to  meet  the  Air  Force 

goal  to  significantly  reduce  operating  expenses  over  the  next  several  years  while 
continuing  to  effectively  support  the  mission,  including  the  high  deployment  tempos 
dictated  by  the  Global  War  on  Terrorism.  Replacement  of  aged  high  maintenance, 
energy  intensive  facilities  with  new,  efficient,  and  appropriately  configured 
facilities  is  crucial  to  accomplishing  this  goal.  This  project  reduces  our 
physical  plant  by  demolishing  more  square  footage  than  it  replaces  and  also  sets 
into  motion  a  series  of  domino  moves  that  will  allow  greater  physical  plant 
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1.  COMPONENT  FY  2012  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA  2.  DATE 

AIR  FORCE  (computer  generated)  n  o9 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION  4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  TEXAS  MISSION  OPERATIONS  CENTER 


5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

27596 

610-243 

FNWZ053002 

12, 600 

reductions  in  future  projects .  Many  of  the  functions  that  will  be  consolidated  in 
this  facility  are  currently  housed  in  larger  multi-function  facilities  that  will 
require  follow-on  projects  before  they  can  be  completely  vacated  and  demolished. 
Replacement  facilities  will  operate  at  less  than  70%  of  the  utility  costs  and  10% 
of  the  maintenance  costs  of  those  they  are  replacing.  Projected  annual  savings  in 
maintenance  and  utility  costs  from  this  project  alone  exceed  $140,000.  In 
addition,  the  operational  efficiencies  gained  by  consolidating  these  related 
functions  are  projected  to  save  more  than  4,000  man-hours  for  15,000  multi-office 
customer  visits  annually. 

CURRENT  S I TUAT I ON :  Existing  facilities  were  constructed  in  the  1950 's  for 
functions  other  than  they  now  house.  Mission  Support  Group  command  section  is  in 
an  old  fire  station.  Services  Flight  administration  is  in  an  old  visitor's  lodging 
facility.  Military  Equal  Opportunity  and  Air  Force  Audit  Agency  are  located  in 
converted  dormitories.  These  facilities  are  energy  and  maintenance  intensive,  non- 
compliant  with  current  life  safety  codes,  lack  handicapped  access  provisions 
mandated  by  the  ADA,  and  are  inadequately  configured  for  their  current  use . 

Upgrades  are  not  practical  due  to  structural  deterioration,  configuration 
constraints,  and  the  presence  of  asbestos,  lead  base  paint,  and  other  hazardous 
materials.  The  unsuitable  configurations  of  these  facilities,  in  conjunction  with 
their  dispersed  locations  are  not  conducive  to  efficient  operations .  The  current 
deployment  tempos  leave  troops  with  little  time  at  home  station  and  existing 
facilities  cause  much  of  this  time  to  be  consigned  by  an  inefficient  administrative 
bureaucracy . 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED :  Minimal  resources  will  be  available  to  continue  the 
maintenance  on  the  aged  facilities  that  are  energy  inefficient.  Without  this  and 
similar  facility  modernization  and  consolidation  projects,  the  Air  Force  will  be 
unable  to  significantly  reduce  its  physical  plant  and  associated  operating 
expenses . 

ADDITIONAL :  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  "Facility  Requirements."  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options  for 
accomplishing  this  project  was  done.  It  indicates  new  construction  is  the  only 
option  that  will  meet  operational  requirements.  A  certificate  of  exception  will  be 
prepared.  Sustainable  principles  will  be  integrated  into  the  design,  development, 
and  construction  of  the  project  in  accordance  with  Executive  Order  12423  and  other 
applicable  laws  and  Executive  orders.  Base  Civil  Engineer:  Lt  Col  Christopher  G. 
Duffy,  325-696-2250:  (Mission  Operations  Center:  2,624  =  28,245  SF) . 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION :  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components. 
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1.  COMPONENT 

AIR  FORCE 

FY  2012  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT 

(computer  generated) 

DATA 

2.  DATE 

11  Dec  09 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  TEXAS 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

MISSION  OPERATIONS  CENTER 

5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

27596 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

610-243 

7.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

FNWZ053002 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

12, 600 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Project  to  be  accomplished  by  design-build  procedures 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

(7)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed  NO 

b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


PROCURING 

FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 

COST 

EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 

APPROPRIATION 

OR  REQUESTED 

($000) 

COMM  EQUIP 

3400 

2012 

220 

SUPPORT  EQUIPMENT/FURN. 

3400 

2012 

1,500 
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3 .  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 


4 .  PROJECT  TITLE 


2  .  DATE 

2009/12/04 


DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  TEXAS 


C-130  GROUP  HEADQUARTERS/OSS 


6 .  CATEGORY  CODE 

7  . 

PROJECT  NUMBER 

610-243 

FNWZ063006 

5 .  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 
41976 


8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 
9,800 


9.  COST  ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

U/M 

QUANTITY 

UNIT 

COST 

COST 

($000) 

GROUP  HEADQUARTERS 

5,727 

C-130  GROUP  HEADQUARTERS  /  OSS 

SM 

1,990 

2,764 

(  5,500  ) 

SDD  &  EPACT05 

SM 

1,990 

55 

(  110  ) 

AT/FP  MEASURES 

SM 

1,990 

59 

(  117  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

3,086 

DEMOLITION  FACILITY 

SM 

1,259 

220 

(  277  ) 

DEMOLITION  SITE 

SM 

3,329 

14 

(  45  ) 

SITE  WORK  &  IMPROVEMENTS 

SM 

16,188 

25 

(  400  ) 

CIVIL/ARCHITECTURAL 

LS 

(  107  ) 

PAVEMENTS 

SM 

5,845 

58 

(  341) 

MECHANICAL 

M 

494 

432 

(  214  ) 

ELECTRICAL 

M 

508 

1,013 

(  514  ) 

COMMUNICATION 

M 

1,350 

700 

(  945  ) 

FIRE  PROTECTION 

M 

61 

1,999 

(  122  ) 

SPECIAL  FOUNDATION 

SM 

1,990 

35 

(  70) 

PASSIVE  FORCE  PROTECTION  MEASURES 

EA 

6 

8,516 

(  51) 

SUBTOTAL 

8,814 

CONTINGENCY  (5.0%) 

441 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

9,254 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (5.7%) 

528 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

9,782 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

9,800 

EQUIPMENT  FROM  OTHER  APPROPRIATIONS  (NON-ADD) 

(  402.0  ) 

10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Site  preparation  and  reinforced 
concrete  drilled  pier  foundation  with  structural  slab  on  grade.  Masonry  and 
structural  steel  superstructure,  brick  veneer  with  sloped- standing  seam  metal  roof. 

All  interior  finishes,  plumbing  fixtures/equipment,  mechanical  systems,  electrical 
equipment/distribution,  communications  systems,  lighting  systems,  and  fire 
protection  systems.  Includes,  access  driveway,  pavements  for  parking,  facility 
maintenance  and  equipment  slab,  site  utilities,  site  improvements  with  landscaping. 

Force  protection  measures  shall  be  incorporated  for  a  low  level  of  protection  to 
include  structural  reinforcing  of  exterior  walls  and  roof,  laminated  glass  in 
windows,  and  mass  notification  security  system.  Demolition  of  existing  facility 
(1,259  SM) . 


Air  Conditioning:  8  0  Tons 


11.  Requirement:  1990  SM  Adequate:  0  SM  Substandard:  1639  SM 

PROJECT:  Construct  317th  Airlift  Group  Headquarters  and  Operations  Support 

Squadron  (OSS)  facility.  (CURRENT  MISSION) 
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2009/12/04 

3 .  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

4 .  PROJECT  TITLE 

DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE, 

,  TEXAS 

C-130  GROUP  HEADQUARTERS/OSS 

5 .  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6 .  CATEGORY  CODE 

7 .  PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

41976 

610-243 

FNWZ063006 

9,800 

REQUIREMENT:  317th  Airlift  Group  (AG)  headquarters  personnel  and  317th 

Operational  Support  Squadron  (OSS)  require  ample  and  sufficient  administrative 
space  to  perform  their  assigned  duties  to  carry  out  the  317  AG  mission.  Primary 
Aircraft  Authorization  (PAA)  is  29  C-130  aircraft  for  the  317  AG.  All  Group  level 
administrative  and  support  functions  should  functionally  operate  within  the  same 
headquarters  facility. 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  The  317  AG  command  operations  and  317  OSS  unit  operate  out  of 
separate  facilities  of  which  is  not  functionally  sound  for  efficient  and  cohesive 
operations.  The  existing  facilities  are  undersized  for  the  personnel  and  the 
current  headquarter  building  was  constructed  in  1955  and  is  an  energy  hog  costing 
the  government  twice  the  utilities  as  expected  for  a  conventional  facility  of  its 
size.  Additionally,  the  two  story  facility  does  not  comply  with  Americans  with 
Disabilities  Act  and  upgrades  to  ADA  standards  are  not  suitable  or  feasible  given 
the  age  and  building  configuration,  and  has  noted  life  safety  and  security 
deficiencies  that  are  not  economical  to  upgrade  given  the  construction  of  the  aged 
facility.  This  new  facility  would  combine  associated  317  AG  and  317  OSS  functions 
under  one  roof.  Worlting  out  of  separate  facilities  is  inefficient  and  requires 
constant  mission  worlc  arounds  resulting  in  duplication  of  similar  administrative 
requirements  and  scarce  resources. 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  Personnel  will  continue  to  operate  inefficiently  in 
undersized  and  physically  separated  buildings,  and  within  facilities  which  are 
energy  hogs,  costing  the  government  in  loss  of  productivity  and  increased 
utilities.  Essential  functions  will  continue  to  require  additional  worlc  arounds 
due  to  separation  of  Icey  functional  expertise,  which  degrades  overall  mission 
performance.  Duplication  of  critical  mission  resources  will  continue  with 
segregated  administrative  functions. 

ADDITIONAL:  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handboolt 

32-1084,  "Facility  Requirement."  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options  for 
accomplishing  this  project  was  done.  It  indicates  new  construction  is  the  only 
option  that  will  meet  operational  requirements.  Sustainable  principles  will  be 
integrated  into  the  design,  development,  and  construction  of  the  project  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12423  and  other  applicable  laws  and  Executive 
orders . 

BASE  CIVIL  ENGINEER:  Duffy 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components. 


DD  FORM  1391,  DEC  99 


Previous  editions  are  obsolete. 


Page  No .  2  OF  3 


1 .  COMPONENT 
AIR  FORCE 


FY  2011  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 
(computer  generated) 


2 .  DATE 
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3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 
DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  TEXAS 


4 .  PROJECT  TITLE 

C-130  GROUP  HEADQUARTERS/OSS 


5 .  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 
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PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 
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610-243 
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12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  01  JAN  2010 

*  (d)  Date  35%  Designed 

(e)  Date  Design  Complete 

(f)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  - 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d)  +  (e)  : 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs 

(c)  Total 

(d)  Contract 

(e)  In-house 


YES 


NO 


NO 


($000) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executability . 

b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 
COMMUNICATION  SUPPORT 
SUPPORT  EQUIPMENT 


PROCURING 

APPROPRIATION 


3400 

3400 


FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 
OR  REQUESTED 

2013 

2013 


COST 

($000) 

85 

317 
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1 .  COMPONENT 
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2  . 


DATE 


AIR  FORCE 


3 .  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 


(computer  generated) 

4 .  PROJECT  TITLE 


2009/12/11 


5 .  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6 .  CATEGORY  CODE 

7  . 

PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

27576 

131-111 

FNWZ093011 

8,900 

DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  TEXAS 


ADD/ALTER  NETWORK  CONTROL  CENTER 


9 .  COST  ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

U/M 

QUANTITY 

UNIT 

COST 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY  FACILITIES 

5,801 

NETWORK  CONTROL  CENTER  ADDITION 

SM 

1,  392 

3,348 

(  4,660  ) 

NETWORK  CONTROL  CENTER  ALTERATION 

SM 

438 

2,344 

(  1,027  ) 

SDD  Sc  EPACT  0  5 

SM 

1,  830 

62 

(  114  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

2,239 

UTILITIES 

LS 

(  351) 

SITE  IMPROVEMENTS 

LS 

(  58) 

PAVEMENTS 

LS 

(  361) 

FIRE  PROTECTION  SITEWORK 

LS 

(  44) 

SPECIAL  FOUNDATION 

SM 

1,392 

78 

(  108) 

FORCE  PROTECTION 

LS 

(  92  ) 

NETWORK  FACILITY 

SM 

21 

3,156 

(  66) 

DEMOLITION 

SM 

1,315 

265 

(  349  ) 

COMMUNICATION  SITE  SUPPORT 

LS 

(  810  ) 

SUBTOTAL 

8,040 

CONTINGENCY  (5.0%) 

402 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

8,442 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (5.7%) 

481 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

8,923 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

8,900  ) 

EQUIPMENT  FROM  OTHER  APPROPRIATIONS  (NON-ADD) 

(  380 

10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Reinforced  concrete  foundation  floor 
slabs,  masonry  walls  with  brick  veneer,  steel  frame,  built-up  roofing,  lighted 
parking,  landscaping,  back-up  power,  fire  detection/protection,  utilities, 
pavements,  extensive  relocation  of  site  communication  utilities,  special  foundation 
due  to  local  expansive  soil  conditions,  special  electrical  requirements  for  data 
processing  functions,  demolition  of  one  facility  (1,315  SM) .  Construction  to 
comply  with  DoD  Antiterrorism/Force  Protection  requirements  per  Unified  Facilities 
Criteria . 


Air  Conditioning:  80  Tons 

11.  Requirement:  5949  SM  Adequate:  1288  SM  Substandard:  3269  SM 


PROJECT :  Addition  to  and  Alter  Network  Control  Center.  (Current  Mission) 

REQUIREMENT :  Efficient  and  reliable  data  automation  and  communication  systems  are 
essential  for  processing  of  both  personnel  and  supplies  in  support  of  the  Global 
War  on  Terrorism.  These  systems  require  suitable  environments  for  both  the 
equipment  and  people  that  operate  within  it.  To  accomplish  these  goals,  a  facility 
of  sufficient  size,  configuration,  and  utility  services  is  needed  to  gather  base 
information  systems  functions  into  a  single  consolidated  center.  Ample  utilities 
including  emergency  back-up  services  are  required  to  maintain  reliable 
communication  operations.  Consolidated  facility  to  have  both  operations  and 
administrative  functions  to  include  network  control  center,  communication  security, 
small  computers,  and  plans  and  programs,  maintenance  of  computers,  radios,  and 
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radar,  training,  and  commander  staff. 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  Key  information  system  elements  are  dispersed  in  multiple 
facilities  impeding  operational  coherency  among  related  functions.  Personnel  often 
have  to  travel  across  the  base  to  accomplish  simple  administrative  tasks  because 
the  related  functions  are  located  in  different  buildings.  The  existing  Network 
Control  Center  data  automation  room  is  a  hodge-podge  of  utilities,  computer 
equipment,  and  workstations  as  current  requirements  have  outpaced  building  floor 
space  and  infrastructure.  Inadequate  cooling  capacity  has  led  to  overheating  and 
automatic  shutdown  of  data  processing  equipment  no  less  than  twice  a  month  during 
peak  summer  heat  conditions.  One  shutdown  can  result  in  up  to  18,000  lost  man¬ 
hours  with  4500  users  connected  to  the  local  network.  The  many  electrical  circuit 
add-ons  are  a  source  of  intermittent  power  fluctuations  disrupting  operation  of 
sensitive  electronic  equipment  used  to  store,  process,  and  communicate  critical 
information.  Operator's  workstations  are  located  within  the  same  room  as  the  data 
processors  subjecting  the  staff  to  frigid  work  conditions  that  is  both  a 
distraction  and  health  issue  to  operators  performing  critical  tasks  that  require 
alertness  and  watchful  concentration. 

The  Communication  Squadron  currently  operates  out  of  5  separate  outdated  facilities 
that  decreases  operational  efficiencies  and  increases  overall  costs  to  run  the 
facilities  and  manage  personnel.  A  converted  dining  hall  currently  serves  as  the 
Squadron's  administrative  and  operational  offices.  The  facility  is  poorly 
configured  and  inadequate  in  size  for  efficient  use.  Squadron  personnel  are 
fragmented  across  the  base  decreasing  operational  awareness  and  control.  A 
consolidated  facility  with  adequate  space  and  resources  is  needed  to  expand 
effectiveness  and  mission  capabilities. 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  Severe  disruptions  to  the  base  communication  systems  are 
certain  as  information  requirements  exceed  the  available  supporting  infrastructure. 

Network  servers  will  continue  to  encounter  shutdowns  impairing  the  base's 
capability  of  maneuvering  during  an  emergency.  Personnel  will  continue  to  travel 
across  base  to  complete  essential  business  within  the  unit,  and  the  potential  to 
reduce  operating  costs  cannot  be  achieved.  Command  and  control  cannot  be  properly 
obtained  within  a  fragmented  operation.  In  effect,  the  mission  readiness  is 
impeded  under  the  current  operating  arrangement,  and  increased  workload  capacity 
and  improved  customer  service  will  not  be  attained. 

ADDITIONAL :  This  project  meets  the  criteria/scope  specified  in  Air  Force  Handbook 

32-1084,  "Facility  Requirements."  A  preliminary  analysis  of  reasonable  options  for 
accomplishing  this  project  was  done.  It  indicates  new  construction  is  the  only 
option  that  will  meet  operational  requirements.  A  certificate  of  exception  will  be 
prepared.  Sustainable  principles  will  be  integrated  into  the  design,  development, 
and  construction  of  the  project  in  accordance  with  Executive  Order  12423  and  other 
applicable  laws  and  Executive  orders.  Base  Civil  Engineer:  Lt  Col  Christopher  G. 
Duffy,  325-696-2250.  (ADAL  Network  Control  Center:  Add  1,392  SM  =  14,983  SF;  Alter 
438  SM  =  4,715  SF.) 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION:  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and 
location  are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components. 
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1 .  COMPONENT 

FY  2012  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT 

DATA  2  .  DATE 

AIR  FORCE 

(computer  generated) 

2009/12/11 

3  .  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

4 .  PROJECT  TITLE 

DYESS  AIR  FORCE  BASE, 

TEXAS 

ADD/ALTER  NETWORK  CONTROL  CENTER 

5 .  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6 .  CATEGORY  CODE 

7 .  PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

27576 

131-111 

FNWZ093011 

8,900 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 


(1)  Project  to  be  accomplished  by  design-build  procedures 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  - 

(3)  All  Other  Design  Costs  0 

(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 


(6)  Construction  Completion 

(7)  Energy  Study/Life-Cycle  analysis  was/will  be  performed  NO 

b.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 


PROCURING 

FISCAL  YEAR 
APPROPRIATED 

COST 

EQUIPMENT  NOMENCLATURE 

APPROPRIATION 

OR  REQUESTED 

($000) 

COMMUNICATION  EQUIPMENT 

3400 

2013 

80 

SUPPORT  EQUIPMENT/FURN. 

3400 

2013 

300 
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REQUEST  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 


Report  Control  Symbol 
RCS: 


INSTRUCTIONS:  Section  1  to  be  completed  by  Proponent:  Sections  II  and  III  to  be  completed  by  Environmental  Planning  Function.  Continue  on  separate  sheets 
as  necessary.  Reference  appropriate  item  number(s). 

SECTION  1  -  PROPONENT  INFORMATION 

1.  TO  (Environmental  Planning  Function) 

2.  FROM  (Proponent  organization  and  functional  address  symbol) 

2a.  TELEPHONE  NO. 

3.  TITLE  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION 

4.  PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION  (Identify  decision  to  be  made  and  need  date) 

5.  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES  (DOPAA)  (Provide  sufficient  details  for  evaluation  of  the  total  action.) 

6.  PROPONENT  APPROVAL  (Name  and  Grade) 

6a.  SIGNATURE 

6b.  DATE 

SECTION  II  -  PRELIMINARY  ENVIRONMENTAL  SURVEY.  (Check  appropriate  box  and  describe  potentiai  environmental  effects 
Including  cumulative  effects.)  (+  =  positive  effect:  0  =  no  effect:  ~  =  adverse  effect:  U=  unknown  effect) 

B 

D 

B 

U 

7.  AIR  INSTALLATION  COMPATIBLE  USE  ZONE/LAND  USE  (Noise,  accident  potential,  encroachment,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

8.  AIR  QUALITY  (Emissions,  attainment  status,  state  implementation  plan,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

9.  WATER  RESOURCES  (Quality,  quantity,  source,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

10.  SAFETY  AND  OCCUPATIONAL  HEALTH  (Asbestos/radiation/chemical  exposure,  explosives  safety  quantity-distance,  bird/wildlife 
aircraft  hazard,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

11.  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS/WASTE  (Use/storage/generation,  solid  waste,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

12.  BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (Wetlands/floodplains,  threatened  or  endangered  species,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

13.  CULTURAL  RESOURCES  (Native  American  burial  sites,  archaeological,  historical,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

14.  GEOLOGY  AND  SOILS  (Topography,  minerals,  geothermal.  Installation  Restoration  Program,  seismicity,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

15.  SOCIOECONOMIC  (Employment/population  projections,  school  and  local  fiscal  impacts,  etc.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

16.  OTHER  (Potential  impacts  not  addressed  above.) 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

SECTION  III  -  ENVIRONMENTAL  ANALYSIS  DETERMINATION 

17.  1 _ 1  PROPOSED  ACTION  QUALIFIES  FOR  CATEGORICAL  EXCLUSION  (CATEX)#  ;  OR 

1  1  PROPOSED  ACTION  DOES  NOT  QUALIFY  FOR  A  CATEX;  FURTHER  ENVIRONMENTAL  ANALYSIS  IS  REQUIRED. 

18.  REMARKS 

19.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PLANNING  FUNCTION  CERTIFICATION 
(Name  and  Grade) 

19a.  SIGNATURE 

19b.  DATE 

AF  IMT  813,  19990901,  VI 


THIS  FORM  CONSOLIDATES  AF  FORMS  813  AND  814. 
PREVIOUS  EDITIONS  OF  BOTH  FORMS  ARE  OBSOLETE. 
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Supplemental  Environmental  Assessment 
Capital  Improvement  Program 
Dyess  Air  Force  Base 


Project  Name:  Building  9999  Removal 
Project  Location:  300  A  Avenue 
Date:  February  8,  201 1 


1,0  Introduction 

This  Supplemental  Environmental  assessment  (SEA)  tiers  from  the  Einal  Environmental 
Assessment  (EA)  for  Capital  Improvement  Program  (CIP)  Projeets  at  Dyess  Air  Eoree  Base 
(APB)  (Dyess  AFB  2010).  This  SEA  ineorporates  the  EA  by  referenee,  in  aeeordanee  with  40 
Code  of  Pederal  Regulations  (CPR)  Part  1508.28. 

The  overall  goal  of  the  CIP  at  Dyess  AFB  is  to  provide  a  framework  for  programming,  design 
and  eonstruetion,  and  effeetive  resouree  management  to  allow  Dyess  AFB  to  aehieve  its  mission. 
The  Dyess  AFB  mission  is  deseribed  in  Seetion  1.2.2  of  the  EA. 

2.0  Purpose  and  Need 

The  purpose  and  need  for  eapital  improvements  is  deseribed  in  Seetion  2  of  the  EA.  The  Dyess 
APB  mission  ineludes  a  eomprehensive  planning  proeess,  whieh  seeks  to  rationalize  the 
deeision-making  proeess  for  land  use,  infrastrueture  development,  and  projeet  sitings.  The 
infrastrueture  development  eomponents  are  implemented  through  the  Dyess  General  Plan  and  the 
annual  Integrated  Priorities  Eist  for  the  CIP. 

Due  to  the  dynamie  nature  of  Air  Foree  operations,  infrastrueture  needs  eontinually  shift  in 
response  to  ehanging  mission  requirements.  As  operations  ehange,  existing  buildings  frequently 
do  not  meet  the  new  mission.  As  building  9999  eannot  be  upgraded,  modified  or  retrofitted  to 
meet  mission  requirements  it  is  no  longer  needed.  Building  9999  needs  to  be  demolished  to  make 
room  for  new  facilities  that  meet  the  operational  requirements  of  the  base. 

3.0  Alternative  Analysis 

The  No  Action  Alternative  is  discussed  in  Section  3.1  of  the  EA.  Under  this  alternative. 
Building  9999  would  not  be  removed  and  no  new  facilities  would  be  constructed  to  support  the 
Base  mission. 

The  Proposed  Action  would  incorporate  the  removal  of  Building  9999  with  a  fire  training 
activity.  Since  Building  9999  is  more  than  300  feet  from  other  buildings,  the  fire  training 
activity  would  not  endanger  other  facilities  at  Dyess  APB.  The  building  would  be  prepared  for 
demolition  in  a  similar  manner  as  described  in  Section  3.2  of  the  EA.  The  Dyess  APB  Eire 
Department  would  be  responsible  for  managing  all  fire  activities  and  ensuring  the  proper 
agencies  are  contacted.  These  agencies  include  Dyess  APB  Security  Police,  Base  Operations 
Tower,  Civil  Engineering  Commander,  7**'  Mission  Operations  Center  (MOC),  317**'  MOC, 
Command  Post,  Abilene  Eire  Department,  Tye  Eire  Department,  Public  Affairs,  and  any  other 
agencies  requested  by  the  Senior  Eire  Officer. 
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The  following  preliminary  mitigation  proeedures  shall  be  utilized  to  minimize  any  risk 
assoeiated  with  the  Proposed  Aetion. 

1 .  Wind  direetion  would  not  be  such  to  cause  the  smoke  cloud  to  encroach  on  the  flightline. 

2.  Wind  speed  would  be  between  0  and  15  knots. 

3.  The  air  temperature  would  be  between  60  and  85  degrees  Fahrenheit. 

4.  The  relative  humidity  would  be  between  20  and  70  percent. 

4,0  Affected  Environment 

Section  4.0  of  the  EA  describes  the  affected  environment  at  Dyess  AFB.  Dyess  AFB  is  an  active 
military  base  that  consists  of  developed,  residential,  and  non-developed  areas. 

5.0  Environmental  Consequences 

Impacts  related  to  the  No  Action  Alternative  are  discussed  in  Section  5.1.1  of  the  EA. 

Impacts  related  to  the  Proposed  Action  would  be  similar  to  those  addressed  in  Section  5.1.2  of 
the  EA,  Demolition  Projects.  Impacts  related  to  climate  and  meteorology,  topography,  geology, 
soceioeconomics/Environmental  Justice,  noise,  water  resources,  wetlands,  biological  resources, 
cultural  resources,  the  Environmental  Restoration  Program,  and  hazardous  and  toxic  materials 
and  wastes  have  been  determined  to  be  analogous  to  those  described  in  Section  5.1.2  of  the  EA. 
Impacts  related  to  air  quality  and  public  safety  are  discussed  in  this  SEA. 

5,1  Air  Quality  ^  \  ^ 

Burning  Building  9999  for  use  as  a  fire  training  activity  would  result  in  a  temporary  addition  of 
suspended  particulates  (smoke)  in  the  air  within  and  downwind  of  the  proposed  burn  area. 
Smoke  management  and  air  quality  guidelines  intended  to  reduce  the  effects  of  smoke  would  be 
incorporated  in  the  Proposed  Action.  There  are  three  strategies  to  control  smoke.  These 
strategies  are: 

•  Avoidance  -  utilizing  atmospheric  conditions  and  weather  to  minimize  smoke  in  smoke 
sensitive  areas 

•  Dilution  -  controlling  emissions  or  utilizing  scheduling  for  dispersion  to  assure  tolerable 
concentrations  in  designated  areas 

•  Emissions  reductions  -  use  of  techniques  designed  to  minimize  smoke  output  per  unit  area 
and  decrease  the  contribution  to  regional  haze  and  intrusions  into  designated  areas 

The  Proposed  Action  would  utilize  a  combination  of  each  of  these  strategies  to  minimize  smoke- 
related  impacts  during  this  action.  These  strategies  will  be  especially  important  when 
minimizing  any  smoke  impacts  on  Air  Force  flight  operations.  Dyess  AFB  is  considered  a 
sensitive  receptor  to  smoke  due  to  the  potential  safety  factors  associated  with  aircraft  flight 
operations.  By  incorporating  these  mitigation  strategies,  there  would  be  no  long-term  impacts  to 
air  quality  as  a  result  of  this  alternative. 
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The  Texas  Commission  on  Environmental  Quality  (TCEQ)  issues  an  Outdoor  Burning  Rule  that 
prohibits  outdoor  burning  in  Texas,  unless  the  burning  aetivity  falls  within  one  of  the  stated 
exemptions.  Exemption  111.205  of  RG-49  states  fire  training  is  allowable  under  TCEQ 
regulations.  The  TCEQ  requires  notification  and  authorization  of  the  regional  TCEQ  office  prior 
to  any  burning  activities. 

5,2  Public  Safety 

The  Proposed  Action  would  provide  for  a  long-term  beneficial  impact  on  public  health  and 
safety  by  providing  for  a  training  opportunity  for  the  Dyess  AEB  Eire  Department.  By 
incorporating  building  removal  with  a  firefighting  training  exercise,  the  Dyess  AEB  Eire 
Department  would  enhance  its  capabilities  to  fight  future  building  fires  on  base. 

Short-term  impacts  related  to  smoke  produced  from  the  fire  training  activity  could  be 
experienced.  The  guidelines  and  procedures  discussed  in  Section  4.1  of  this  SEA  would  be 
utilized  to  minimize  any  safety  risks  to  workers,  fiightline  operations,  and  the  base  populous. 
This  alternative  would  not  have  a  significant  adverse  impact  on  public  health  and  safety. 

6,0  References 

Dyess  AEB.  2010.  Einal  Capital  Improvement  Program  Environmental  Assessment.  Dyess  Air 
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APPENDHD 


Public  Notice 


As  part  of  the  environmental  assessment  proeess,  the  public  must  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
comment  on  projects  involving  federal  funds.  The  public  was  informed  of  the  CIP  EA  via  a 
public  notice  published  in  the  Abilene  Reporter-News  on  31  July  2010  and  the  Sound  of 
Freedom  on  6  August  2010  (see  attached).  The  public  notices  informed  the  public  of  Dyess’ 
intent  to  issue  a  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  based  on  the  CIP  EA  and  instructed  the  public 
that  copies  of  the  EA  were  available  for  review  at  the  Hardin- Simmons  University  Eibrary  and  at 
the  Base  Environmental  Office.  No  comments  from  the  public  were  received  during  the  30-day 
comment  period. 
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Public  Notice 


The  United  States  Air  Force  has  issued  a  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  based  upon  an  Environmental 
Assessment  (EA)  evaluating  the  Capital  Improvement  Program  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Texas.  The 
Capital  Improvement  Program  is  a  planning  process  that  uses  the  findings  and  recommendations  from 
multiple  Base  and  Air  Force  operations  to  guide  the  future  physical  development  of  the  installation. 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base  plans  to  initiate  this  action  30  days  from  the  date  of  this  publication  of  the  Finding  of 
No  Significant  Impact.  Copies  of  the  EA  and  draft  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  may  be  reviewed  at 
the  following  locations: 


On-Base 

Asset  Management  Office 

710  Third  Street 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base  79607 

Mr.  Bryan  Foreman  325.696.6453 

Hrs:  8  AM  to  4  PM  Monday  through  Friday 


Off-Base 

Hardin  -  Simmons  University  Library 
2341  Hickory 
Abilene,  TX  79698 
325.670.1236 

Summer  Hrs:  M-W  8AM  to  7  PM 
Th  -  F  8  AM  to  5  PM 
Sat  2  PM  to  5  PM 


The  comment  period  for  this  EA  is  30  days  and  runs  from  July  27  through  August  26,  2010.  Please  provide 
all  comments  in  writing  to  Mr.  Bryan  Foreman  at  the  on-base  address  shown  above. 


Ill  Abite  iReportEr-NEUifi 

-  Real  Life.  Your  Life. - 


STATE  OF  TEXAS  AD  #  274330 

COUNTY  OF  GENERAL  CIRCULATION  IN:  ORDER  # 

TAYLOR  COUNTY 


DATE:  07-30-10 


Before  me,  the  undersigned  authority,  on  this  day  personally  appeared,  Sydne  Gregory  representing 

being  by  me  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  the  following  notice(s)  published  in  said  newspaper  by: 
On  the  following  date(s)  to  wit: 

URS-CORI^ORATION 


SATURDAY,  JULY  31,  2010 

(-ixpcintu 

Sydne  Gregory  ^  ^ 

LEGAL  NOTICE  CLERK 


Subscribed  and  sworn  before  me  this 
my  hand  and  seal  of  office. 


day  of 


7^ 


KjUL 


3i 


^2010  to  certify  which  witness 


^  ^  ^1  rii  ^  ft  a  I  I 

^*'^*'*A  ROETZER 

5  * ;  * !  NOTARY  PUBLIC 


'NOTARY  PUBLIC 
"'•xas 

■  ■’  Exp- 06-17-2014 


NOTARY  PUBLIC 
My  Commission  Expires: 


0  Abiltne  SEparter-J^tuiH 


101  Cypress  Street  •  Abilene,  Texas  79601 
www.reporternews.com 


il  iUitkne 

-  Real  Life.  Your  Life. - 

1 01  Cypress  Street,  Abller^e,  TX  79601 
Billing  inquiries  (325)  676-6756 

Client:  1000066187  URS-CORPORATION 

Class.:  12120  Shamrock  Plaza 

Suite  300 


**ATTENTION  -  PLEASE  READ  CAREFULLY** 

-Mistakes  not  corrected  on  this  proof  become  your  liability. 

-We  cannot  be  responsible  for  any  changes  NOT  indicated,  by 
phone,  fax,  or  by  email,  to  this  proof. 

-If  we  do  not  hear  from  you,  by  phone  or  by  email,  by  the 
deadline  indicated,  we  will  publish  your  ad  AS  SCHEDULED! 

Phone:  (402)334-8181 
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Public  Notice 

The  United  States 
Air  Force  has  issued 
a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 
based  upon  an 
Environmental 
Assessment  (EA) 
evaluating  the  Capi¬ 
tal  Improvement 
Program  at  Dyess 
Air  Force  Base, 
Texas.  The  Capital 
improvement 
Program  is  a  plan¬ 
ning  process  that 
uses  the  findings 
and 

recommendations 
from  multiple  Base 
and  Air  Force 
operations  to  guide 
the  future  physical 
development  of  the 
installation. 

Dyess  Air  Force 
Base  plans  to 
initiate  this  action  30 
days  from  the  date 
of  this 

publication  of  the 
Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact. 
No  copies  of  the  EA 
will  be  available  by 
mail.  However, 
copies  of  the  EA  and 


draft  Finding  of  No 
Significant  impact 
may  be  reviewed  at 
the  following 
locations: 

On-Base 

Assest  Management 
Office 

710  Third  Street 
Dyess  Air  Force 
Base,  TX  79607 
Bryan  Foreman 
325.696.6453 
Hrs:  8  AM  to  4  PM 
Monday  through 
Friday 

Off-Base 
Hardin-Simmons 
University  Library 
2341  Hickory 
Abilene,  TX 
325.670.1236 
Summer  Hrs: 
M-W  8  AM  to  7  PM 
TH-F  8  Am  to  5  PM 
Sat  2  PM  to  5  PM 

The  comment  period 
for  this  EA  is  30 
days  and  runs  from 
July  31  through  Au¬ 
gust  30,  2010.  Please 
provide  all  com¬ 
ments  writing  to 
Bryan  Foreman  at 
the  on-base  address 
shown  above. 


8C  »  Saturday,  July 31, 2010  »abilene  reporter-news 


Homes  for  Sale 


1111  South  9th 
street,  Merkel 


2  bedroom,  1.5 
bath,  newly  re¬ 
modeled,  storage 
building,  fenced  In 
yard,  car  port, 
$52,000 
325-928-9758 


$124,900 


Beautiful  3bed  2bath 
home  In  quiet 
neighborhood  of  Lytle 
South,  Wylie  ISO, 
sprinkler  system 
front/back,  alarm, 
double  garage,  a 
must  see.  Please  call 
325-701-4456  for 
viewing. 


1518  S.  6th  St. 
2bed  1bath 
w/garage 
$45,000 
325-201-4608 


2  Story  House 
Lakefront 
For  Sale 

Lots  of  extras,  dock. 
Coleman  Lake 
325-382-4676 

21 18  Westminster 
2600SF,  swimming 
pool,  built  in  1995, 
possible  owner 
financing 
$230k 
669-9946 

■  3  Bed  2  Bath  House 
Must  sell 
$51,000 
Call  Heather  for 
details  &  photos. 
325-829-1503 


3  Bedroom,  2  Bath 
Fireplace, 
Bonus  Room, 
Central  heat/air. 
Hardwood  Floors, 
Nice 

Mpinhhnrhnod 


Homes  for  Sale 


•*3109  Grande  3bd 
2ba  $149,000 
*819Yuca  Merkel 
updated  $140,00 
*2959  B.Gap  Rd, 
MAKE  OFFER 
*3233  Wen  Wood 
MAKE  OFFER 
*3949  RadcliffSbd 
2ba  $105,00  obo 
*284A  BIckfoot 
lake  front  $79,9000 
*1424  Mimosa  3bd 
2ba  $90,000  obo 
*301  Rail  Road 
Tuscola  new  3bd  2ba 
$89,000 

*1126SLasalle  3bd 
1ba  $65,000  • 

*308  Yaw  Rd. 
lakefront  $62,500 
*766  Grand  4bd  2ba 
plus  apt  $89,900  obo 
*202  Stevens  Clyde 
3bd1ba$59J)00  obo 

Tommy  Simons 
325-721-8800 
Remax  of  Abilene 
325-794-5565 


irry  L 
By  Owner.  Nice  3 
bedroom  1 1/2 
bath  with  fresh 
exterior  paint, 
updated  centeral 
heat  &  air. 
325-721-5927 


3249 

Westchester  Dr. 
3Bdr.  2Balh. 
Carpet  &  Tile. 
Formal  Dining. 
1630  Sq.  Ft. 
$128,500 
325-692-0258 


5  Acres  heavily 
wooded.  South  of 
Eula.  Small  house, 
well  &  septic  tank. 
$27,500 
333-5224 
669-7778 


By  Owner 
4/2.  Fabulous 


Homes  for  Sale  I  Homes  for  Sale 


Elegantly 
Updated  Fairway 
Oaks 

Executive  Home 

In  prestigious 
culdesac  location. 
24  Cherry  Hills 
East 

4BR/2 1/2BA 
Spacious  updated 
Krtchen  w/huge 
breakfast  bar  open 
to  breakfast  & 
living  area, 
separate 

formal  living/office 
&  formal  dining, 

•  game  room, 
wonderful 
master  bath 
w/separate  tub 
and  shower, 
double  vanity  &  3 
closets,  big  walk  in 
closets  &  lots  of 
storage  thru  out, 
beautiful  custom 
blinds  &  window 
treatments,  large 
covered  patio  for 
entertaining, 
big  trees  & 
landscaping, 
custom  storage 
building. 

Approx  3218  SQ 
FT,  FSBO, 
Only  $299,000 
325-695-4719 
325-660-2752 


For  Sale  By  Owner 
2958  Arlington  Ave. 
3/2/2  1532  sq.ft. 
Pool,  Spa,  Fireplace, 
Wooden  Deck, 
Sprinkler  Systems 
$125,000 
210-487-9653 
http://ar1ingtonhouse 
abilene.blogspot.com 


For  Sale  by  Owner 
3bed  1 1/2bath 
1602  Bel  Air  Rd. 
Abilene 
$79K 
Excellent 
Condition 
Will  help/w  closing 
costs 

469-855-0193 


r.-.-  w.. 


For  Sale  or  Lease 

1325  Weavers 
Way 

3-2-2.  Well 
maintained 
inside  and  out. 

Nice  quiet 
neighborhood. 
Thomas  Craig 
AHS 

$119,000. 

432-288-2115 


FSBO 

902  Ruswood  Circle 
3br  2bath 
Lg.  living  space,  Ig. 
closets,  great  patio, 
home  near  ACU, 
BTFL  wooden  deck 
outside,  perfect  for 
entertaining, 

WB  lire  place. 
Could  be  an 
investment 
opportunity. 
$125,000 
721-4352  for  Appt. 

House  for  Sale  by 
Owner 

Norih  of  1-20  in  Taylor 
County.  As  is.  Great 
views,  .89  Acres 
$70,000 
254-865-2732 

LAND 

*100  acres  Fm  1750 
Potosi  $2500acre 
*1425  CR  131 
Tuscola  12  acres  pool 
&  shop  3br  2ba  nice 
$335,000 
*5126  FM  1082 
Hawley  20  acres  4bd 
2ba  great  for  horses 
$225,000 

*521  CR  137  Albany 
99  acres  good 
hunting  bar  &  apt 
$215,000 

*226  FM  1750  Potosi 
10  acres  4br  2ba 
$10,000allowance 
$215,000 

*14409  CR  on  Brazos 
3br  2  ba  $199,000 
*Multifamily  Quadplex 
2212  Okland  4  rentals 
$65,000 

*1501  N.  Pioneer  4br 
2ba  Pool  $10,000 
Allowance  $99,900 

Tommy  Simons 
325-721-8800 
Remax  of  Abilene 
325-794-5565 


Homes  for  Sale 


MOTIVATED 
SELLERS 
2108  Sq.  Ft.  Home 
on  20.36  Acres 
Rural  water.  Large 
Barn,  Horse  Stalls 
and  Pens,  Totally 
Fenced,  Priced 
under  ^ 
Appraisal  at  ’ 
$289,900.  .' 

Call  505-319-0118 
For  Details  and- 
Appointment.'; 


/ 

New  on  tge 
market. 

2725  Broken 
Boughv 

3  bedroom,  2cath, 
newly  remorteled, 
beautiful  grille 
counter  tr^s. 
Freshly  paired 
inside  and’put, 
new  carpetfend 
tile,  $119,^ 
325-201-4?80 
325-665-^8 


No  Credit  Cneck 
509  Meaner 
Small  2bw 
Cent,  alr/hsat 
$3500/do«n 
$338/mornh 
333-522^ 

Triplex  $25,()00 
Must  sell.  Lon^Term 
Renters,;. 
Heather*. 
325-829-15.03 


You  can’t  atforg 
not  to  lookll  ; 
4/3/2  3000  sqft,;  f 
with  formal  dining  'i 
room,  laundry  a 
room,  playroom/  ,* 
5th  room,  office,  j 
well/sprinkler,  i 
pool,  with  i 

,10  acres.  * 

Country  Setting,  j 


Public  Notices 


Piltjlic  Notice 

Th^United  States  Air 
|fcrce  has  issued  a 
,i.  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 
i  based  upon  an 
Environmental 
Assessment  (EA) 
evaluating  the  Capital 
Improvement  ■ 
Program  at  Dyess  Air 
Force  Base,  Texas. 
The  Capital 
Improvement 
Program  is  a  planning 
process  that  uses  the 
findings  and 
recommendations 
from  multiple  Base 
and  Air  Force 
operations  to  guide 
the  future  physical 
development  of  the 
installation. 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base 
plans  to  initiate  this 
action  30  days  from 
the  date  of  this 
publication  of  the 
Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact. 
No  copies  of  the  EA 
will  be  available  by 
mail.  However, 
copies  of  the  EA  and 
draft  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 
may  be  reviewed  at 
the  following 

locations: 

On-Base 

Assest  Management 
Office 

710Third  Street 
Dyess  Air  Force 
Base,  TX  79607 
Bryan  Foreman 
325.696.6453 
Hrs:8AMto4PM 
Monday  through 
Friday 

Off-Base 
Hardin-Simmons 
University  Library 
2341  Hickory 
Abilene,  TX 
325.670.1236 
Summer  Hrs: 
M-W8AMto7PM 
TH-F8Am  to  5  PM 
Sat  2  PM  to  5  PM 

The  comment  period 
for  this  EA  is  30  days 
and  runs  from  July  31 
Ihrniinh  Aiinii<;t  .30 


Public  Notices 


publicly  lead. 


C  0  N  S.T  R  U  C  - 
TION/MAINTE- 
NANCE/fiUlLDING 
F  A  C  I  L'l  T  I  E  S 
CONTRACT|S) 


Dist/Div:  Saj  Angelo 
1  Contract 
6213-02-00Hfor 
UPGRADE  AND 
REPAIR  NffiGF  in 
KiMBLE  Cgunty,  etc 
wili  be 

received  w  August 
24,  2010  jntil  1:00 
pm  and  dgened  on 
August  24,  ilOat 
1:15  pm  at  tie 
District  Offjjfe  for  an 
estimate  [  of 
$69,692.00.f 


Plans  ana  specifica¬ 
tions  are  bailable  for 
inspection, galong  with 
bidding 

proposals^nd 
applicatiorrg  for  the 
TxDOT  ;prequalified 
Contractor's  list,  at 
the  appifcable  State 
and/or  Dist/Div 
Offices  listed  below. 
If  applicat^, 
bidders.^ust  submit 
prequalifiMtion  infor¬ 
mation  te  TxDOT  at 
.  least  to  days 
prior  to/ the  bid  date 
to  be  eligible  to  bid  on 
a  projecf 
Prequalftcation 
materials  may  be 
requested  from  the 
State  Office  listed 
below.'if’lans  for  the 
abov(t’contract(s)  are 
available  from 
TxDOT’s  website  at 
www.tjldot.gov  and 
frryn  reproduction 
comi^nies  at  the 
expose  of  the 
contractor. 

NPA:  33599 

sfete  Office 
C»nstr./Maint.Division 
2b0  E.  Riverside  Dr. 
iAustin,  Texas  78704 
'xPhone:  512-416-2540 


What  website  does  most 
of  the  Big  Country  go  to 
for  locai  news?' 


ReporterNews.com 


We’ve  got  so  much  to  offer  - 
no  wonder  they  keep  coming  back. 


.  mil  Tl  video  and  audio  dips -hear 

RIULI  I'lflBUIA  it  now,  download  it  (0  your  iPod^, 
or  forward  it  to  a  friend 

|If||*AV|JB0  BAflAD  W)eo  forecasts,  Interactive  Area  Map, 
wWBMI  nBH  Digital  Oof^.  Satellite  and  more!  You 

can  find,  it  ail  on  ourWeather325.com 

UBUfC  A I  BDTftI  Oontwaa  to  get  your  news  at  5:00, 
niBflw  ALBH  I  600or10:00*SignupforourFtash 
News  Alerts  and  receive  news  updates 


H  Abikm  EcportEr-NeiUB 

-  Real  Life.  Your  Life. - 


STATE  OF  TEXAS 

COUNTY  OF  GENERAL  CIRCULATION  IN: 
TAYLOR  COUNTY 


DATE:  07-30-10 


AD  #  274331 

ORDER  # 


Before  me,  the  undersigned  authority,  on  this  day  personally  appeared,  Sydne  Gregory  representing 

being  by  me  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  the  following  notice(s)  published  in  said  newspaper  by: 
On  the  following  date(s)  to  wit: 

URS-CORPORATION 


Subscribed  and  sworn  before  me  this 
my  hand  and  seal  of  office. 


FRIDAY,  AUGUST  06,  2010 


Sydne  Gregory 
LEGAL  NOTICE  CLER 


^  day  of  ,  2010  to  certify  which  witness 


'M/L  'CQoa'ia. 


j/l 


NOTARY  PUBLIC 
My  Commission  Expires:  4)-  n  -9bV 


- - -  I  ■  p  ^  ^ 

gloria  ELENA  ROETZER 
'  notary  public 

State  of  Texas 
Comm.  Exp.  06-17-2014 


i  AhtlEnt  SEpartEr-Ituia 


101  Cypress  Street  •  Abilene,  Texas  79601 
www.reporternews.com 


mi  Abtkne 

-  Real  Life,  Your  Life, - 

1 01  Cypress  Stceet.  Abilerse,  TX  79601 
Billing  Inquiries  (325)  676-6756 

Client:  1000066187  URS-CORPORATION 

Class.:  12120  Shamrock  Plaza 


Suite  300  OMAHA,  NE  681 54 

Ad#  274331  Requested  By:  URS-CORPORATION  Fax: 


Sales  Rep.; 

0081  Sydne  Gregory  CLSORDER 

Phone;  (325)  670-5230 

gregorys@reporternews.com 

Fax: 

Class.: 

8200  Public  Notices 

Start  Date: 

08/06/2010  End  Date: 

08/06/2010  Nb.  of  Inserts: 

1 

Publications: 

AB  Sound  of  Freedom 

**ATTENTION  -  PLEASE  READ  CAREFULLY** 

-Mistakes  not  corrected  on  this  proof  become  your  liability. 

-We  cannot  be  responsible  for  any  changes  NOT  indicated,  by 
phone,  fax,  or  by  email,  to  this  proof. 

-If  we  do  not  hear  from  you,  by  phone  or  by  email,  by  the 
deadline  indicated,  we  will  publish  your  ad  AS  SCHEDULED! 

Phone:  (402)334-8181 


Total  Price: 


l$90.40 
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Public  Notice 

The  United  States 
Air  Force  has  issued 
a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 
based  upon  an 
Environmental 
Assessment  (EA) 
evaluating  the  Capi¬ 
tal  Improvement 
Program  at  Dyess 
Air  Force  Base, 
Texas.  The  Capital 
Improvement 
Program  is  a  plan¬ 
ning  process  that 
uses  the  findings 
and 

recommendations 
from  multiple  Base 
and  Air  Force 
operations  to  guide 
the  future  physical 
development  of  the 
installation. 

Dyess  Air  Force 
Base  plans  to 
initiate  this  action  30 
days  from  the  date 
of  this 

publication  of  the 
Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact. 
No  copies  of  the  EA 
will  be  available  by 
mail.  However, 
copies  of  the  EA  and 


draft  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 
may  be  reviewed  at 
the  following 
locations: 

On-Base 

Assest  Management 
Office 

710  Third  Street 
Dyess  Air  Force 
Base,  TX  79607 
Bryan  Foreman 
325.696.6453 
Mrs:  8  AM  to  4  PM 
Monday  through 
Friday 

Off-Base 
Hardin-SImmons 
University  Library 
2341  Hickory 
Abilene,  TX 
325.670.1236 
Summer  Hrs: 
M-W8AM  to  7  PM 
TH-F8Am  to  5  PM 
Sat  2  PM  to  5  PM 

The  comment  period 
for  this  EA  is  30 
days  and  runs  from 
July  31  through  Au¬ 
gust  30,  2010.  Please 
provide  all  com¬ 
ments  writing  to 
Bryan  Foreman  at 
the  on-base  address 
shown  above. 


&|jorte-5fei«0 


(866)  604-2020 


YOUR  PERFECT  HOME 
ONE  CLICK  AWAY... 


DEADLINES; 

5:00  p.m.  Monday  -  Friday  for  the  next  day. 

5:00  p.m.  on  Friday  for  Saturday,  Sunday  and  Monday 
2:00  p.m.  on  Wednesdays 


Get  your  ad  the 
day  you  need  it! 


Tell  your  customer  service  representative  to  make  your  ad 
BIGGER  and  BETTER  with: 

Larger  Type  Bold  Type  •  A  Graphic 


Pets-AKC  / 
Purebred 


Furniture  / 
Household 


Boats  /  Motors 
/  Marines 


Sporting  Goods 


Personals 


Public  Notices 


Toyota 


Pickup  Trucks 


Recreational  Vehicles/ 
Travel  Trailers  ; 


Appliances 


Auto  Services/ 
Accessories 


Classic  Autos 


Cemetery  Lots  / 
Funeral  Homes 


Miscellaneous 

Merchandise 


AKC  Labrador 
Retriever  Puppies 


Motorcycles 


6  »  Friday,  August  6, 2010  »  The  Sound  of  Freedom 


PLACING  AN  AD  IS  SO  EASY! 

HSy  Pfiens 

795-2020 

866-604-2020 

8:00  a.m.  -  5:00  p,tn.  Monday  -  Friday 
8:00  a.m  -  2  OC  p  Wednesoavs 


FIND  AN  ITEM 

ITS’ so 
EASY 


AREAL 

BARGAIN 

PRIVATE  PARTY  ADS 

10  Words  for 


ABILENE 


All  our  Classifieds 
have  everything  you  need, 
all  sorted  by  category  and 
subcategory  both. 


FOR  30  DAYS 


China  Hutch  Bedroom  Adorable  Pomeranian 
Suit,  Dresser,  Chest  Puppies.  AKC. 

of  Drawers,  Queen  Shots  and  Wormed 
Size  Bed,  and  2  325-200-4597 

Nightstands.  Sofa 
w/Matching  Chair  and 
Ottoman,  Oil  Painting, 

Mirrors,  Swim  Bicycle. 

325-793-0415  or 
325-829-2921 


Public  Notice 

The  United  States  Air 
Force  has  issued  a 
Finding  of  No 
Significant  impact 
based  upon  an 
Environmental 
Assessment  (EA) 
evaluating  the  Capital 
Improvement 
Program  at  Dyess  Air 
Force  Base,  Texas. 
The  Capital 
Improvement 
Program  is  a  planning 
process  that  uses  the 
findings  and 
recommendations 
from  multiple  Base 
and  Air  Force 
operations  to  guide 
the  future  physical 
development  of  the 
installation. 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base 
plans  to  initiate  this 
action  ,30  days  from 
the  date  of  this 
publication  of  the 
Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact. 
No  copies  of  the  EA 
will  be  available  by 
mail.  However, 
copies  of  the  EA  and 
draft  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 
may  be  reviewed  at 
the  following 
locations: 


immaculate  Sil¬ 
ver  2008  Honda 
Rebel  250  with 
lots  of  accessories 
from  MC  Enter¬ 
prises  of  Califor¬ 
nia;  Full  Engine 
Guard,  Rear  Mini- 
Rack,  Saddle  Bag 
Guards,  Twin  Sad¬ 
dle  Bags.  9,000 
miles  currently, 
needs  new  home 
because  the  own¬ 
er  is  moving  to 
Minnesota.  $3000, 
E-mail  Edward 
fivepresleys 
©aol.com  or  call 
(325)  260-8784. 


Labrador 

Puppies 

Only  2  puppies  left 
Hurry  they  won't 
lastlongl  , 

By  popular 
demand, 
a  re  breeding  of 
Remi  and  Hunter, 

Excellent 
dispositions, 
excellent  breeding, 
&  triple  registered 
AKC,  UKC,  UKC. 
Great  puppies  for 
any  use.  Parents 
on  premises. 
Parents  are 
hunters. 

At  weaning  pups 
will  have  first 
shots,  wormed, 
dew  claws 
removed. 
(325)823  -  2701 
or 

(325)725-2947 
Leave  us  a . 
message  &  we  will 
call  you  back. 


1999  Duraboat 
16ftw/-1984 
Johnson  40HT 
motor/trailer. 
Includes  life 
jackets,  fish  finder, 
&  cooler.  Good 
condition.  Must 
sell  by  8/5. 
$2300  OBO 
703-677-2496 


Pool  Table 

Also  converts  into 
a  ping  pong  table. 
Balls,  pool  sticks. 


AKC 

Windy  Acres 

New  litters  of 
Havanese  & 
Bichon  puppies 
have  arrived. 

A  short  drive  to 
Windy  Acres 
Kennels,  taking 
deposits  now! 
Puppies  make  you 
SMILE! 
325-480-2506 


89  Ford  15  passenger 
Van 

66K  miles,  excellent 
condition 
$2500 

325-672-6241 


Dining  Table  w/chairs 
$55,  Leather  Section¬ 
al  $125,  Recliner  $60, 
Sofa  $60,  Chair  $25, 
Sleeper  Sofa  $60, 
Love  Seat  $60,  Ar- 
moir$65.  Coffee  Ta¬ 
ble  $40,  End  Table 
$20,  Sofa  Table  $60, 
Entertainment  Center 
$40,  Shelf  $25,  Desk 
$20,  Mattresses  & 
Box  Spring:  Twin  $30, 
Full  $45,  Queen  $60, 
King  $75(Head- 
boards-all  sizes) 
Futon  $30,  Daybed 
$75,  Trundle  $40, 
Dresser  $60,  Chest  of 
Drawers  $40, Night 
Stand  $20,  Vanity 
Dresser  $60. 
325-320-6938 


Fishing  Boat 
2002  Sea  Arch  Semi 
V  Bottom,  16FT,. 
40HP  Mercury  Motor 
w/ power  trim,  center 
console,  trolling 
motor,  and  new 
carpet,  canopy,  & 
customer  storage 
cover,  depth  finder,  & 
GPS  76. 
254-639-2476 


2008  Toyota  FJ 

4X4.  Silver. 

2  0  ,  5  0  0  m  i  . 
$28,000.  XM 
Radio,  fog  lamps, 
grill  guard,  tinted 
windows.  Dealer¬ 
ship  maintenance' 
package,  ex¬ 
tended  warranty. 
Immaculatef 


01  Toyota  Tundra 
SR5  Regular  Cab 
4x4-longbed  V8, 
Auto,  A/C, 
Michelins,  68K, 
excellent  condition. 
$9,995 

660-287-7210 


2005  FEMA36fl. 
W/Slide 
Super  clean. 
$6900 

254-433-1397 


‘07  Chev.Z71,  4-WD, 
860QO  mi,  ExtCab, 
Gas,  Rino  Liner,  B&W 
G/N  Hitch,  $19500. 
325-660-1316. 


Parker  Kennels 
Brownwood,TX 


Dirt  Devil 
Featherlite 
Vacuum  Cleaner 
Has  all 
attachments. 
$20 

310-800-4142 


Clean, 

Excellent 

Condition. 


1998  Chevrolet 
Pickup  $600, 
1986  Chevrolet 
Pickup  $500, 
Pick  up  Trailer 
$150. 2 1996  Jet 
Skis  &  Trailer 
$500 

325-672-8668 


Maltese  extra  small 
F$275 


REFRIGERATOR: 
LIKE  NEW  KEN- 
MORE  SIDE-BY- 


Travel  Trailer 
Model;  29  BHS 
Reese  Hitch  and 
Distribution  Bars 
included.  Electric 
Jack  Sleeps  7. 
Used  10  or  less 
times. 

Great  Condition 
$11.500.  Leave 


AKC  German 
■  Shepherd  Pups. 
Big  &  Beautiful, 

A  MUST  SEE! 

4  month  old  male,. 
3  males,  5wks  old. 
$300. 

325-762-2859 

325-7.62-4441 


On-Base 

Assest  Management 
Office 

710  Third  Street 
Dyess  Air  Force  ; 
Base,  TX  79607 
Bryan  Foreman 
325.696.6453 
Hrs-.8AMto4PM 
Monday  through  I 
Friday  I 

Off-Base 
Hardin-Simmons 
University  Library 
2341  Hickory. 
Abilene,  TX 
325.670.1236 
Summer  Hrs: 
M-W8AMto7Pk 
TH-F8Amto5Pk 
Sat  2  PM  to  5  PM 


Morkiesmall, 
Males  $150 


CUBED/CRUSHED 
ICE  MAKER  AND 
FILTERED  WATER 
DISPENSER  IN 
DOOR.  $750.  CALL 


Pomeranians 
Small,  Cream 
Female  $300 
Male  Red  $275 

Yorkies 
Females  $350 


2005  Ford  F350  King 
Ranch.  Dually, 

53.000mi.  $29,000. 

White  w/  pewter.  Auto 
6.0L  diesel.  XM 
Radio,  6  new  tires, 
sunroof,  Ranch  Hand 
Bumpers  front/back, 
Tinted  windows, 
spray-in  liner, 

hideaway  gooseneck 
hitch,  toolbox.  VERY 
CLEAN  and  very  well 
maintained.  Call 
325-201-7609. 


ATTENTION 

HOMEOWNERS/ 

LANDLORDS/ 

BUSINESS 

OWNERS!!! 

Is  there  an 
abandoned  vehicle 
or  vehicles  on  your 
property?  Would 
you  like  to  have 
these  vehicles 
removed  from  your, 
premises  at  no 
cost  to  you? 
Free  tow-away 
available. 

You  call,  we  haul!! 
With/wifhout  titles. 
(Abilene  area  only) 
325-439-6261 


1973  Corvette  Sting 
Ray,  Red,  Auto/  350, 
air,  new  tires,  pajnt, 
breaks,  stereo, 
$18,500. 
254-559-5459 
325-518-7409 


All  registered  and 
have  shots  and 
wormed! 


2006  Fourwinds26' 
Bumper  Pull,  1 -slide, 
kept  in  covered 
storage,  clean  as 
new,  $14,995, 
325-690-1601  . 


Elmwood  Memorial 
Park,  Garden  of  the 
Gospel  Block  A,  Lot 
36  Space  1  and  2, Lot 
37  Space  1  and  2 
$1500  for  2  spaces. 
5th  Wheel  27ft  2007  Call  209-4M-8521 
Frontier  Explorer 
Hitch  included,  good 
condition,  clean. 

$15,500 

325-669-6149  '  _ _ _ 


2010  Sean  Hannity 
Freedom  Concert 
Saturday  August  the 
21st.  Allen  Texas 
Event  Center.  Floor 
Tickets.  2  tickets  at 
$100  each 
325-695-7746 


Cash  / Checks  Only 
325-646-1643 
325-647-4617 


68  Ranchero  GT390 
AH  original, 
77,000miles,  Auto, 
A/C 

$5995  OBO 
325-725-6235 


Pomeranian  Mini 
Solid  and  Partis 
Shots  &  Wormed 
Health  Guarantee 
Quality  Puppies 
254-559-6207 


2006  Ford  F350 
6L  Diesel,  Crew  Cab, 
XLT,  Loaded,  single 
rear  wheel, 
good  condition. 

$12,750 

325-766-2696 


(5  males)  4  black 
and  1  yellow. 
Born  5/13/10. 

1st  Shots,  Dewclaw’s 
removed  .&  wormed 
at  weaning.  Out¬ 
standing  Pedigree : 
with 

championship 
bloodlines  on  both 
Sire  and  Dam, 
Parents  on  site,  and 
Sire  has  Hunt  Test ' 
Title.  Awesome 
hunting  partners, 
obedience  dogs,  or 
great  family  pets. 
Resriv  Now.  $200 


The  comment:  periop 
for  this  EA  is  30  days 
and  runs  from  July  31 
through  August  30,1 
2010.  Please  provide 
all  comments  writing 
to  Bryan  Foreman  at' 
the  on-base  address 
shown  above. 


Come  see  our 
newest  location  for 
Mother  Earth’s 
Creation  in 
the  Loft  Under 
One  Roof. 


ANTIQUE  & 
CLASSIC  CAR 
SHOW 

AUGUST  7  TH. 
10am -3pm: 
at  the  Terrill 
Antique  Car 
Museum  on  Main 
St.  in  De  Leon 
254-893-2610 


Camper 
Flagstaff  2003 
31  FT  Clean,  and 
good  condition,  no 
smoking,  no  pets,  has 
good  tires,  gooseneck 
hitch  &  can  be 
changed  to  a  5th 
wheel. 

254-639-2476 


42  inch  LCD 
Dual  Voltage 
Just  bought  this 
year,  brand  new. 

%QQ<1 

310-800-4142 


Registered 
Toy  Chihuahua 
Puppies  w/  Papers. 
325-721-3968 


K  &  N  Air  Intake 
System  for 
08  Nissan  Titan 


Electrical  Temp 
Pole 

$100 

4Tires70R16 

$100 

Leave  Message 
325-548-9427 


Toy’s  & 
Miniature 
Austraiian 
Shepherd 
Puppies! 


‘03  GMC  Envoy  XL 
Excellent  Condition! 
Only25KMi.,  $12K 
Call(325)695-5689 


White  RKI  heavy  duty 
Tool  Box  for  Sub 
compact  truck. 
Like  new. 


Toshiba  Laptop 

17.3  inch  screen 
w/webcam, 
Windows  7;  only  4 
monthsold. 


For  Sale 

Allegro  motor  home 
1987  model,  25’.,  6.2 


2002  Jeep  Liberty 


APPENDHE 


SHPOLener 


Dyess  AFB 
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TEXAS  HISTORICAL  COMMISSION 

real  places  telling  real  stories 


August  24, 2010 

Mr.  Kim  Walton 

Cultural  Resources  Manager 

7**'  Civil  Engineer  Squadron  (ACC) 

710  3"*  Street 

Dyess  AFB,  TX  79607-1670 

Re:  Draft  Final,  Capital  Improvement  Program  Environmental  Assessment,  Dyess  AFB  (Taylor  County,  TX) 

Dear  Mr.  Walton: 

Our  review  staff,  lead  by  William  McWhorter,  has  reviewed  your  submission.  This  letter  serves  as  comment  on  the 
above  mentioned  project,  and  the  phone  conversation  William  McWhorter  had  with  you  on  Monday,  August  16. 
2010,  from  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer,  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Texas  Historical  Commission 


(THC). 


The  THC  is  in  concurrence  with  your  report’s.  Section  4.10  Cultural  Resources  findings,  determinations  and 
obligations  set  forth  on  page  4-1 1  and  4-12.  with  the  following  two  caveats.  First,  as  stated  in  previous  letters, 
please  note  that  the  THC  requests  that  the  U.S.  Air  Force  and  Dyess  AFB,  consider  B-1  Bomber  structures, 
although  not  of  historic  age,  be  given  special  awareness  in  future  Capital  Improvement  Projects  of  their 
potential  to  become  eligible  as  they  reach  historic  age. 

Second,  the  THC’s  Archeology  Division  reviewer  had  the  following  comments;  “There  are  several 
archeological  sites  known  from  Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  although  less  than  20%  of  the  base  has  been  surveyed  by 
professional  archeologists.  Individual  construction  projects  should  be  reviewed  by  this  office  in  compliance 
with  Section  1 06  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act.  Some  projects  in  areas  with  higher  archeological 
ptitential  may  need  archeological  survey  and  assessment  of  resources.” 

Thank  you  for  your  cooperation  in  the  federal  review  process,  and  for  your  efforts  to  preserve  the  irreplaceable 
heritage  of  our  nation.  If  you  have  any  questions  concerning  this  review  or  if  we  can  be  of  further  assistance, 
please  contact  William  McWhorter  at  512/463-5833. 


Sincerely, 


for:  Mark  Wolfe 

Executive  Director 

State  Historic  Preservation  Office 
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